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   [ Press-cuttings digest ]



* UK: _Girls say underage sex campaign is 'out of touch'_
* UK: _Make age of consent 14, urges Tatchell_
* UK: _Home Office shelves bill designed to imprison paedophiles_

* Italy: _Journalist loses credentials over pedophile row_
* Canada: _Unconstitutional anti-child-hooker law is widened_

* USA: _Unconstitutional voyeur law needs to be fixed_
* USA: _Web anonymity affirmed by NJ judge_
* USA: _Book community decries attacks on free speech_

USA: Feature: _Good morning, St. Louis_
UK: Feature:  _How the legal system now strongly favours prosecution_

Canada: Research: "Horrifying, but is it a crime?"

Canada: Pop music: _Garou defends his "woman-child" love song_




UK:
------------------------------------------------------------

Wednesday _29 November_ 2000


_Girls say underage sex campaign is 'out of touch'_

SCHOOLGIRLS have dismissed the government's
pro-virginity campaign as "patronising" and "completely
out of touch".

They said the 60 million pound drive, titled 'Sex, Are
you Thinking About It Enough?', is a "total waste of
money" and would have been better spent on clinics for
young people wanting confidential contraception.

The attack on the initiative, in particular the 2
million pound advertising campaign to persuade
schoolchildren that it was not shameful to be a virgin,
emerged in an internet poll of 42,000 girls aged 12 to
16.  Nine out of 10 respondents did not believe in
waiting until marriage to have sex, while 87 per cent
said the age of consent should be lowered from 16.

Lucy Laverack, a founder of wickedcolors.com, which
conducted the survey, said the poll showed how
frustrated young girls were with the Government's
inability to understand what they wanted.  She said:
"Girls today are head-strong, opinionated and
intelligent.  They are career driven and politically
and economically very aware."

------------------------------------------------------------





UK:
------------------------------------------------------------

2nd December 2000

_Make age of consent 14, urges Tatchell_

No sooner was the age-of-consent for gay sex lowered to
16 than campaigners were yesterday suggesting that it
be reduced further.

Peter Tatchell, of the pressure group OutRage, called
for the age of consent to be 14 for heterosexuals and
homosexuals.  He said: "Sex involving people under 14
should not be prosecuted, providing the partners
consent and there is no more than three years
difference in age.  This would affirm the right of
young people to make their own choice about when they
are ready for sex, while also protecting them against
exploitation by older people."

Mr Tatchell said a similar sliding scale age of consent
already existed in Germany.  He said: "Consent
criminalises more than half the teenage population.
That is not protection, it is persecution."  The age of
consent varies widely across Europe but is usually the
same for both heterosexuals and homosexuals.

In Spain it is 12.  In Austria and Italy it is 14; 15
in Denmark, Finland, France and Sweden; 16 in Germany,
Luxembourg (18 for homosexuals), Netherlands, and
Britain; and 17 in Greece.

------------------------------------------------------------





UK:
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_Left on the shelf_

1st December 2000

Bills not in the Queen's speech  [...]  A Home Office bill
designed to imprison paedophiles without trial has also
been shelved.

------------------------------------------------------------

   [ The Queen's Speech is the outline of the Government's
     forthcoming legislative programme in Parliament. ]





Italy:
------------------------------------------------------------

24th November 2000

_Journalist loses credentials over pedophile row_

ROME -- The chief editor of a paper that provoke an
outcry by publishing a list of convicted pedophiles in
September, was kicked out of a journalists' register
Nov. 21.

Vittorio Feltri "has seriously compromised his
professional dignity" and his behavior was
"incompatible" with the register's rules, said a
statement by the Lombardy region's register.

Feltri's paper, Libero, is based in Milan, Lombardy's
capital.  The paper gave the names, the sentence and a
brief description of each of the 16 paedophiles
mentioned.

Membership in the registry allows one to work as a
professional journalist in Italy.

------------------------------------------------------------




Canada:
------------------------------------------------------------

22nd November 2000

_Unconstitutional anti-child-hooker law is widened_

Changes to Alberta's anti-child-hooker law unveiled
Tuesday by the provincial government will allow
authorities to apprehend and imprison suspected
prostitutes under age 18 for up to seven weeks at a
time, without any trial.

Under proposed amendments to Alberta's Protection of
Children Involved in Prostitution Act, police officers
will be allowed to initially detain suspected child
prostitutes for up to five days, instead of the current
72 hours.

Authorities will also be able to apply for a maximum of
two additional imprisonment periods of up to 21 days
each.

A family court judge struck down the existing law as
unconstitutional this summer, suggesting it should be
mandatory that girls be allowed a court review of their
initial detention.  The changes introduce the option of
a review, but it will not be mandatory.

Mandatory court reviews will only be held if additional
requests are made to imprison child prostitutes for two
separate periods of up to 21 days at a time.

These periods of additional confinement beyond the
initial five-day detention will be allowable if the
amendments to the law are passed.

Family court Judge Karen Jordan found the law
unconstitutional in July, saying it lacked "procedural
safeguards," allowing authorities to apprehend someone
without obtaining a search warrant and deprived
detainees of the right to answer allegations or to
judicial appeal.  The judge rejected a government
request to stay her ruling, saying it could call a
special sitting to amend the law before this fall's
legislative session.

The province challenged Jordan's ruling by seeking a
judicial review in Court of Queen's Bench.

While the province waits for the outcome of the review,
it has allowed the legislation to continue.

The review by Justice John Rooke is not complete.

The Protection of Children Involved in Prostitution Act
came into force in February 1999.  The law defines
children younger than 18 involved in prostitution as
'victims of sexual abuse' and allows police to
apprehend and hold 'suspected' child prostitutes for 72
hours.

But the amendments extend the initial confinement
period to up to five days from the previous 72 hours,
and allow authorities to apply for a maximum of two
additional confinement periods of up to 21 days.

Stephen Jenuth, president of the Alberta Civil
Liberties Association, said the amendments don't go far
enough if there is no mandatory court review for the
initial confinement.  He said without that, child
prostitutes could be pressured into not asking for the
review.

------------------------------------------------------------




USA:
------------------------------------------------------------

_Unconstitutional voyeur law needs to be fixed_

30th November 2000

Waukesha -- A prosecutor Thursday urged state lawmakers
to quickly fix an unconstitutional law banning video
voyeurism so prosecutors don't have to twist other laws
to fit such cases.

That occurred Thursday in Waukesha County Circuit Court
when a Dousman man agreed to plead no contest to two
counts of indecent exposure - even though he was fully
clothed and never exposed himself.

The man, who told police he has a sexual addiction
problem and had secretly videotaped about 20 women nude
in the past by peeping into their windows, was
sentenced to serve nine months in the work-release jail
and three years on probation.

Assistant District Attorney Lloyd Carter was forced to
drop the original charges against the man of
videotaping a nude person without consent, after the
state Supreme Court in June struck down that law as
unconstitutional.

The high court's ruling, which said the law infringed
on legitimate forms of free expression, left
prosecutors throughout the state with few options in
charging video voyeurs.

One area lawmaker, state Rep.  Mark D. Gundrum (R-New
Berlin), has said he will introduce a repaired version
of the video voyeurism law when the Legislature
reconvenes in January.

---------------------------------------------------------





USA: security: anonymity:
---------------------------------------------------------

1st December 2000

_Web anonymity affirmed by NJ judge_

New Jersey Superior Court Judge Kenneth MacKenzie on
Tuesday affirmed the anonymity of four 'John Doe'
defendants accused of publishing unkind and false
statements about the company for which they work.

The unmasking of anonymous on-line critics as part of
the evidence discovery process has been widely
denounced.  The danger is that companies would identify
people in their employ, against whom they could
retaliate, without actually going to trial.

In many cases of bad-faith discovery, the company has
too little evidence to pursue a court action; in other
cases they merely want to spare themselves the expense
of a trial.  Once a discovery motion is approved and
satisfied, the company is at liberty to retaliate
against the employee in-house, presumably with an
involuntary transfer to some exceptionally undesirable
post from which the whistle-blower will undoubtedly
resign.

A recent ruling in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania in which a
judge sought the identities of anonymous on-line
critics, also shot down the notion of unmasking critics
before actual libel or other harm can be substantiated.

Pennsylvania Superior Court Judge Joan Orie Melvin had
sought the identities of anonymous authors on a Web
site which accused her of lobbying on behalf of an
attorney seeking the coveted black robes.  Melvin filed
a defamation lawsuit seeking disclosure of the author's
name.

In hearing the evidence Judge Stanton Wettick found
that "anonymous Internet speakers, unlike the national
media, are vulnerable because they lack power or money.
Without anonymity, speakers will be less willing to
express controversial positions because of fears of
reprisal."

Judge Wettick ruled that an anonymous author's identity
must not be disclosed until s/he is given an
opportunity to argue and produce evidence that the
defamation lawsuit facing them is frivolous or
otherwise lacking in merit.

---------------------------------------------------------




USA: censorship:
---------------------------------------------------------

_Book community decries attacks on free speech_

30th November 2000

WASHINGTON -- A coalition of groups representing
journalists, authors, book publishers, booksellers and
librarians expressed concern yesterday about growing
pressure to censor free speech as a way to deal with
violence in society.

In a joint statement, seven groups representing all
facets of the book community warned that the various
"solutions" being proposed by lawmakers in Washington
involve government regulation of content or government
pressure to force the media to self-censor.  These
actions "would extract an unacceptably high price in
terms of eroding our fundamental guarantees of free
expression," the groups said.

The statement was signed by the American Booksellers
Foundation for Free Expression, the American Society of
Journalists and Authors, the Association of American
Publishers, the Association of American University
Presses, the Authors Guild, the Freedom to Read
Foundation and PEN American Center.

The seven groups said they were issuing the statement
because there is growing pressure to impose
restrictions on the entertainment media - including
films, television, music and video games - and
communications on the Internet as a way to "deal with"
violent content.

"The search for solutions must go beyond facile
censorship initiatives, which inevitably compromise our
fundamental freedom of expression, and instead seek out
and attack these root causes.  The problem is complex;
so, too, are its solutions.  There is no 'quick fix,'
and we deceive ourselves if we embrace the view that
stifling the media messenger will blot out the
sometimes disturbing messages it conveys," the
statement said.

In addition, the groups said, it is not the proper role
of government "to evaluate the merits of expression"
because no individual or group, "let alone a
governmental body, possesses the wisdom to separate
'good' from 'bad' speech."

"Judgments as to what constitutes 'good' versus 'bad'
portrayals of violence often tell us more about the
sensibilities or politics of the critic than about the
'intrinsic worth' of the expression," the groups said.

---------------------------------------------------------





USA: feature article:
---------------------------------------------------------

30th November 2000

_Good morning, St. Louis_

  At 11, old enough to be tried in court as adult;
  at 20, too young to buy a beer.


NEW YORK -- Aged 11 and 13, Nathaniel Abraham and
Nathaniel Brazill were too young to see a standard
Hollywood slasher film without adult accompaniment.
But they were old enough, when arrested for murder, to
be tried as adults.

Douglas Thomas was older - 17 - when he committed
murder.  In some states, that's too young to undergo
body-piercing without parental consent.  In Virginia,
that was old enough to send Thomas on his way to the
death chamber.

Across America, prosecutors and legislators are pushing
to try more juveniles as adults.  Yet simultaneously,
law-abiding adolescents are subject to ever-widening
restrictions that treat them explicitly as non-adults
-- curfews, parental-consent requirements, media
ratings, an array of zero-tolerance policies at schools.

"The kids are being blamed for everything and credited
with nothing," said Jason Zeidenberg, a policy analyst
with the Center for Juvenile and Criminal Justice in
Washington.  "Kids today are a scapegoat generation."

If an 11-year-old can be charged as an adult, as
Nathaniel Abraham was in Michigan, and if 20-year-olds
are too young to buy beer, who is an adult these days
and who isn't?  The answer: It depends.

Though 18 is the age most commonly used to define
adulthood in America, there is no single, clear-cut
"age of majority."  Instead, a welter of federal, state
and local laws set widely varying thresholds for young
people's rights and responsibilities.

At 18, they can vote, sign contracts, fight in Army
combat units, file lawsuits, decide for themselves
about medical treatment.  But generally they are still
to young to purchase liquor or rent a car.

Girls under 18 can put a baby up for adoption without
parental consent, but most states require parents'
involvement before a minor can have an abortion.  The
legal age of consent for sex ranges from 14 to 18,
depending upon the state, and whether the sexual
partner is a peer or adult.

Traditionally, lawbreakers under 18 were dealt with by
juvenile courts.  Their names were kept private;
sentences were tailored to maximize the chance for
rehabilitation.

Over the past decade, however, nearly every state has
passed laws making it easier for minors to be tried in
adult courts.

Among those states was Michigan, where Nathaniel
Abraham faced a possible life sentence during his
murder trial a year ago.  The judge, assailing a
"fundamentally flawed" approach to juvenile justice,
instead sentenced the boy to youth detention, with
release scheduled when he turns 21.

In Florida, Nathaniel Brazill, now 14, faces trial in
March for the fatal shooting of an English teacher at
his middle school.  Conviction could bring a life
prison term.

For a few young offenders, like Douglas Thomas in
Virginia, a murder committed as a minor can lead to
execution.  The Justice Department, in a new report,
says 17 men have been executed in the United States
since 1973 for crimes committed as juveniles, including
Thomas and three others this year.  Only the United
States and Somalia, among all United Nations members,
have not ratified a convention outlawing such
executions, the report says.

From his seat on the West Virginia Supreme Court,
Justice Larry Starcher is dismayed by the
get-tough-on-kids approach.

"It's the prosecutors' way to go the easy route and
react to the juvenile-crime hysteria that we see pretty
much nationwide," Starcher said in a telephone
interview.  "Serious juvenile crime has gone down, but
public perception is that it's gone up."

Starcher's convictions evolve from personal experience:
He was investigated by the FBI as a boy after he and
some friends blew up a few mailboxes.

"I was on federal probation when I was 13 and I turned
out OK," he said.  "Let's not drop the axe too early."

While acknowledging that a handful of youths commit
horrible crimes, Starcher says today's adolescents
overall are no worse than previous generations.  The
National District Attorneys Association suggests
otherwise, referring in a policy statement to "a
new breed of juvenile delinquent -- the serious,
violent and habitual juvenile offender."

Nadine Strossen, a professor at New York Law School and
president of the American Civil Liberties Union, said
public officials often have their own agendas in mind
when they talk about young people.

"For some political purposes, it makes sense to
demonize them," she said.  "The kids' own well-being is
completely ignored... They're so easily overlooked
because they don't vote."

Some public officials are trying to expand young
people's rights.  In Cambridge, Mass., for example, the
City Council is considering lowering the voting age in
local elections to 16.

"Those things you start young -- whether it's smoking a
cigarette or casting a vote -- you tend to end up doing
for the rest of your life," said City Councilor Jim
Braude.

In Louisiana, District Judge Preston Aucoin has
crusaded for several years against state laws that he
says discriminate against young adults aged 18 to 20.

In a case still under litigation, he ruled that
gambling regulators could not enforce a 21-year-old
minimum age for playing video poker and buying lottery
tickets.  In another case, he was overruled by the
state Supreme Court after quashing a drunk-driving law
that sets a lower blood-alcohol threshold for drivers
under 21 than for older drivers.

But Aucoin is an exception; so is Cambridge.  Hundreds
of politicians nationwide have moved in the other
direction, imposing curfews barring minors from being
on the streets at night without parental permission.
In 1998, according to federal figures, there were
187,000 arrests of juveniles for curfew violations and
loitering.

The ACLU has challenged many curfew laws, and last year
won a case in New Jersey.  But state supreme courts in
Connecticut and West Virginia recently upheld local
curfews.

The West Virginia justices -- with Starcher dissenting
-- acknowledged that an ordinance in Charleston
infringed on some civil liberties, but said the impact
was not severe enough to be unconstitutional.

Lenora Lapidus, the ACLU legal director in New Jersey,
contended that teen curfews are unconstitutional and
ineffective.  Most juvenile crime occurs in late
afternoon and early evening, not late at night, she
said.

"All these curfews do is prevent young people from
going places, from being free citizens in our society,"
she said.

Alarm over drugs and weapons has contributed to the
rapid spread of zero-tolerance policies at schools.

Rita Sklar, who heads the ACLU chapter in Arkansas,
said students are subjected to random drug testing,
searches of backpacks, even checks by sniffer dogs.

"It's part of the hysteria of the drug war," she said.
"We're so convinced it's akin to a nuclear holocaust
that we're willing to do anything.  There are very few
people who even question it."

One person who raised questions was James Acton, a
12-year-old in Oregon who is helping the ACLU challenge
mandatory drug-testing for student athletes in the
Vernonia School District.

"Making kids take a drug test without any other proof
that they are taking drugs is just like searching a
house without a warrant or proof of something wrong,"
he said.

In Ann Arbor, Mich., parents concerned about the
overuse of school suspensions formed a group called the
Student Advocacy Center.  It supports families whose
children have been expelled because of zero-tolerance
policies.

"With zero tolerance, the really frightening part is
that we don't even pretend anymore that we are
committed to educating all children," said the center's
director, Ruth Zwifler.  "Public education is now only
for those who deserve it, and the list of those who
don't deserve is growing."

"The whole atmosphere at many schools is poisoned," she
said.  "We've got to open up a discussion with the kids
about how to make schools comfortable for them.  We've
got to like our kids.  I don't think we like them at
this point."

--

National District Attorney's Association:
http://www.ndaa.org

American Civil Liberties Union:
http://www.aclu.org
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Opinion article:
---------------------------------------------------------

2nd December 2000

The legal system now favours the prosecution so strongly
that we must expect more and more wrongful convictions.

--

[... snip of introductory case studies]

Once an investigation is under way, the checks that are
supposedly built into the criminal justice system fail
to function; the suspect's actual guilt or innocence
becomes irrelevant.  The judicial process is directed
solely towards obtaining a conviction.

There is every reason to believe that cases of wrongful
imprisonment have increased in recent years.  There is
no statistical proof of this, but the increasing tide
of desperate letters to people like myself tells its
own story.  And the letters no longer concern only
those who might be considered to be at the margins of
society; increasingly, they involve articulate,
well-informed, middle-class people.  Cases currently
causing concern include those of a barrister, a
solicitor, a doctor and an RAF squadron leader.  Yet
media interest (with honourable exceptions) is minor.

In 1992, after the crisis caused by the wrongful
convictions of the Birmingham Six, the Guildford Four
and others, the barrister (and now Labour peer) Helena
Kennedy wrote that it is "only by keeping the legal
tests for conviction very high that the courts can
guarantee the protection of the innocent and maintain
respect for the law".

Those words were not heeded.  On the contrary,
successive legislative changes have lowered the tests
for conviction and weakened the position of the
defendant.  In decades to come, anybody looking back at
this period of criminal justice will be baffled: why
did British governments, knowing that the legal system
had proved so fallible, not only fail to introduce
appropriate remedies, but instead make wrongful
convictions *more* likely?

First, in 1989, the defence right to peremptory
challenge of jurors was abolished.  This was a
procedure that enabled the defence to try to secure a
jury that was properly balanced in age, sex, race,
class and so on.  This can be vital.

The Criminal Justice and Public Order Act 1994
abolished the requirement that judges should give a
specific warning to juries when evidence was
uncorroborated, and also abolished the right of
silence, hitherto a core feature of the criminal
justice system.  It was confidently predicted that each
of these changes would lead to more miscarriages of
justice.

Then, most controversially, the rules of disclosure
were changed.  Nearly all the miscarriages rectified in
the late 1980s and early 1990s had been caused by
police failure to disclose exculpatory material to the
defence.  As a result, appeal court judges said that,
in future, there should be complete disclosure.  The
police lobbied against this, and found themselves
knocking at an open door.  Michael Howard, the then
home secretary, introduced the Criminal Procedure and
Investigations Act 1996 and restored to the police the
opportunity to withhold case material from the defence.

Nor was this all.  Since 1967, the defendant has been
required to give advance notice to the prosecution of
the details of any alibi on which he intended to rely.
The 1996 act expanded this so that it applied to the
defendant's entire defence.  It was a double whammy:
the defence had to disclose to the Crown, but the Crown
was under no corresponding obligation to disclose to
the defence.

The original purpose of advance alibi disclosure was to
avoid wasted prosecutions; if the alibi checked out,
the prosecution would drop the case.  In practice, the
police have increasingly used the opportunity to revise
their evidence and so nullify the alibi.

With the 1996 act in place, police officers again feel
they can pursue investigations as they choose - making
some pieces of evidence fit, keeping quiet about those
that don't - without fear of exposure.  It is a
reckless atmosphere; no one working for the prosecution
seems to have the slightest regard for how many
innocent people are committed to prison.

Danny McNamee, convicted of the 1982 Hyde Park bombing,
spent 11 years in prison for a crime he didn't commit.
At the time of his successful appeal in December 1998,
the dangers of convictions on the basis of misleading
fingerprint evidence were highlighted.  So have the
rules on fingerprint evidence been tightened up since
then?  Far from it: the Home Office has plans to scrap
the standard of proof used since 1953.

Besides all the powers that a compliant and seemingly
amnesiac legislature has ceded to them, the police have
new aids to investigation: DNA technology and increased
surveillance.  You might expect such technological
advances to benefit prosecution and defence equally.
But recent cases suggest that this is not so.

For example, Merrick Rogers, a 25-year-old computer
draughtsman, was convicted last June of the murder of
his friend, Claire Streader.  Because his DNA had been
found on the body, he was charged with the murder.  The
defence explanation (that he had kissed his friend
goodnight minutes earlier) was pooh-poohed; the even
stronger point, that two types of unidentified DNA were
also found on the body, was ignored.  The court was
also told by the prosecution that CCTV cameras provided
no support for his alibi.  The defence was given large
stacks of video tapes only just before the trial
started; three weeks later, near the end of the case,
it discovered that, in fact, they provided very good
support for Rogers.  By then, it was too late to make
this a central piece of the defence.

The provisions of the 1996 act are fatal to the ancient
"equality of arms" principle.  When the defence is
disclosed in advance, the prosecution has the
opportunity to neutralise it.  If an additional line of
defence emerges during the trial, as it did in the
Rogers case, it is often too late for it to be properly
assimilated; the evidence, however compelling, is
devalued.

A Scottish sheriff recently commented: "The Crown in
prosecuting offences has at its behest the entire
machinery of the state; the accused has his solicitor."
That observation about Scottish justice is equally
applicable to England and Wales - with the possible
caveat that it underestimates the seriousness of the
position, because the prosecution often has the press
on its side as well.  The *sub judice* rules are being
increasingly infringed; and if the police delay
charging a suspect for 24 hours or so, then they do
not apply.  The media increasingly exploit this loophole.

This was noted recently in the case of Jane Andrews,
the former aide to the Duchess of York; in the wake of
much damning publicity, she was charged with murder.
In another case, a man charged with the murder of his
partner and her four children in Cornwall was described
in the *Daily Telegraph* as "a Hell's Angel type with
tattoos and a ponytail, who drove a car with darkened
windows".  Doubtless its readers (including any
potential jurors) will have already reached their
conclusions.

The majority of the British public still assumes that,
even if justice doesn't always prevail, it is a broadly
equal contest in the courtroom.  Nothing could be
further from the truth.  The scales have never been
more uneven than they are at present.

So do the authorities intend to rectify this situation?
Hardly; they are to press forward with strengthening
the prosecution's hand.  Proposals currently in the
pipeline include the abolition of jury trial for
certain offences; making it easier to obtain
convictions for rape; and amending the "double
jeopardy" rule, which prevents those acquitted from
being recharged with the same offence.

Even the introduction of the Criminal Cases Review
Commission - undoubtedly a big improvement - is not an
unmitigated blessing.  The better your lawyer, the
better your chances with the commission.  In this
respect, it merely mirrors and perpetuates the
injustices of the system; those with top-notch legal
representation succeed, whereas those with poor
representation may not.

A second problem is that juries, mindful of the
apparently greater scope for rectifying mistaken
verdicts, may be more ready to convict in the first
place.  And a third problem is that the commission has
become an integral part of an expensive and irrational
process.  We have created a legal system in which
millions of pounds are spent putting the wrong people
in prison, millions of pounds are spent keeping them
there and, ultimately, millions of pounds are spent
proving they shouldn't have been there in the first
place.

We can hope that the Human Rights Act will improve the
system - we can expect many challenges under Article 6,
the "fair trial" provision.  But this will be a long
drawn-out process.  In the meantime, the country must
bear an enormous cost, not only in financial terms, but
also in the misery caused to the families of those
wrongly imprisoned, and to the victims and their
families.  We should always remember that, in every
case of wrongful conviction, the real criminal goes
free.  Someone in authority should finally acknowledge
that the objective must be to get it right in the first
place.

---------------------------------------------------------




Research: Canada:
---------------------------------------------------------

[ From a hostile report in another paper - the article
mentioned could not be located ]

27th November 2000

[...] a page-dominating Globe & Mail article of a week
ago, illustrated by a picture of a man and a very young
girl holding hands.  Under the headline "Horrifying,
but is it a crime?", Dr. John Bradford, head of the
University of Ottawa's forensic psychiatry department
and clinical director of the forensic program at the
Royal Ottawa hospital [reported his research thus...]

"People convicted of sexually abusing children are most
always thrown in prison, a strategy that is
exorbitantly costly and ridiculously ineffective....
The fact is that the vast majority of pedophiles --
adults who are sexually attracted to children -- are
non-violent or life-threatening.  If they play out
their sexual fantasies, the result is most often
exhibitionism, masturbation or the fondling of a
prepubescent child.... Penetration is relatively
infrequent, as is violence and death at the hands of a
pedophile...."

"Pedophilia is a psychiatric disorder that affects
possibly three per cent of Canadians.... biological
abnormalities, generally ascribed to genetics or a
brain dysfunction may play a role.... What remains
clear is that pedophilia is not a deliberate choice
made by an individual; it is the product of a
disordered but inescapable sex drive."

Bradford goes on to discuss treatment options, stating
"... Some medications may even help replace the
inappropriate sexual orientation with normal
interests...."

So there it is.  Although it remains, for now,
"inappropriate," pedophilia is, according to the Nov.
20, 2000 Globe and Mail and the esteemed Dr. Bradford,
indeed just another sexual orientation.

-------------------------------------------------------------





Canada: pop music:
-------------------------------------------------------------

29th November 2000

_Garou defends his "woman-child" love song_

Garou has spoken out for the first time about the
controversy surrounding a song from his first solo hit
album, Seul, which talks about the sexual attraction
between a 14-year-old "woman-child" and an older man.

The tune, titled Criminel, was written by Luc
Plamondon.

Yesterday, Garou said the song is indeed about the
undeniable sexual attraction that sometimes occurs
between adults and adolescents.

It's naive to deny that such attractions exist, both
Garou and the man who wrote Criminel said.

"We have to talk about this because it happens," Garou
told The Gazette yesterday.  "The song is a response to
provocation.  It is meant to open the eyes of young
girls who tease older men.  It also is meant to open
the eyes of an older man who might be attracted to a
young girl."

Seul has sold more than 250,000 copies worldwide since
it was released three weeks ago.  Garou, whose real
name is Pierre Garand, was in Montreal yesterday to
accept a platinum album for sales exceeding 100,000 in
Quebec.  The Sherbrooke native rose to prominence with
his role in Notre-Dame de Paris.

He said the press hysteria in Quebec has been all out
of proportion.  "There hasn't been all that much of a
controversy in Europe.  Here they are talking about a
controversy in Europe that hasn't happened.  This all
originated with a woman in Switzerland who talked to a
woman in Belgium about the song, and the media here
made a big thing about it."

In an open letter released on Friday, songwriter
Plamondon remains unrepentant.  Plamondon says the law
is clear about the age of sexual consent: 14 in Canada.

"I grew up in the beautiful Roman Catholic tradition
where sexual desire was a mortal sin.  Are we to tell
the youth of today that their sexual instincts are now
a crime?"

Plamondon says he isn't the first to address the
subject of sex with an adolescent, and is honoured to
be included among the "poetes maudits" who have dealt
with it.

In translation, Plamondon's lyrics read:

 _Criminal_

 Because of her I'm called a criminal
 My case has no appeal
 They are going to brand me, lock me up
 Throw me down a hole
 They'll accuse me, haze me,
 And certainly call me crazy
 Criminal
 If you put your lips
 Against my lips
 Criminal
 If you touch me
 If you lay on top of me
 In your little woman-child mind
 Nothing bothers you
 You don't see anything perverse
 through your blue-green eyes
 You are certainly no femme fatale
 With those lips so pale

---------------------------------------------------------------





A reader writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

Some interesting 50's rock and roll song titles for you:

Jail Bait - Williams, Andre - 1957 Fortune.
She's Jailbait - Sykes, Roosevelt -  Atomic Passion.

I have not heard these - they may be rubbish or off-topic.

---------------------------------------------------------------



--
ASGL-L

alt.support.girl-lovers                        3rd December 2000
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'Sanctuary writes:
-----------------------------------------------------

'Mandrake' wrote:
>I had bad feeling at the time and for those of you out,
>if YOU ever have bad feeling about a relationship cut
>it off.
>My big regret was me trying to tempt fate to see how
>long I could keep going.

At what point did you find out that the mother was
opposed to the relationship you had with the girls?  I
know it is difficult to cut yourself off from a good
relationship because you are enjoying it so much and
don't get to interact with them very often.  And who
knows whether those bad feelings are not just
insecurity and paranoia?  I have never been able to
consciously withdraw myself from any relationship but
maybe if I had I would not have hurt so bad when they
were taken away.  I will try and be more cautious in
the future but when the games begin it's hard to stop.

--

'Arktoi' wrote:
>But later, in the car, when I put my hand on her leg,
>once again she piped up, saying "Uncle Arktoi is TOUCHING
>me!"  to anyone who cared to listen.

You don't know who will be listening, especially in a
public place.  If she is inclined to speak out like
that you had better keep your hands to yourself or save
it for private play.  Do you think she would understand
if you explained to her how much trouble her outbursts
could cause?  Perhaps you could just tell her that if
she keeps yelling out like that then you will have to
stop letting her get into your lap.  She has to begin
getting the other side of the story other than "if men
touch you, report them".  Obviously that speech has made
an impression on her.  If she cares for you then yours
will too.  I have always taken the opportunity to
challenge many 'adult' concepts with my little friends
in hopes that they will think about them.

--

From News:
>Peter Tatchell, of the pressure group OutRage, called
>for the age of consent to be 14 for heterosexuals and
>homosexuals.  He said: "Sex involving people under 14
>should not be prosecuted, providing the partners
>consent and there is no more than three years
>difference in age.  This would affirm the right of
>young people to make their own choice about when they
>are ready for sex, while also protecting them against
>exploitation by older people."

Why are they always talking out of both sides of their
mouths?  If young people are ready to choose sex they
would also be able to recognize if they were being
exploited.

'Sanctuary'
-------------------------------------------------------




'Easy Rider' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

To DD:

I know I've posted stuff specific to you before and you
never responded in any way so maybe I'm wasting my time
here, but...

>The net result of this is mass conflict all round, as
>he thinks I am a bad influence, and too close to Laura
>and her brother for their own good.

This is what you do: you set up a family meeting with
all of them together.  You state in front of them all
that you are a good friend of this family and have a
good relationship with Laura and the boy.  You say with
all due respect that you believe it in the interest of
the kids in particular and the family in general that
this friendship is not disrupted.  If push comes to
shove you remind the guy that his is not the last word
here; he is 'a boy friend', not a legal guardian.  You
appeal to the mother to make a decision in the matter
of her children.  Go for it.

'Easy Rider'
---------------------------------------------------------




'Arktoi' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------

I may need to cut back on visits to my 4-year-old
niece, due to the problems I mentioned in my last
posting.  She must be at an awkward age, old enough to
be sexual but not old enough to be sensible about when
to keep quiet.  It is funny.  Jennifer is the youngest
of one family, in which it is, delightfully, all girls.

There is also an 8-year-old and an 11-year-old.  Less
delightfully, the 8-year-old and 11-year-old are quite
stand-offish.  I guess she takes after her mom, who has
all the social skills of a zombie.  The mother's new
husband is just as bad.  You go into their house, and
they do not even say a word to you.  Last time we all
got together, the 11-year-old did not hug me, did not
kiss me, and said hardly a word to me.  The 8-year-old
was not much better.  On parting, I only got a hug from
her when I grabbed her in a narrow hallway as she was
trying to get past me.  I gave her a hug and spun us
around to get her on the other side of me, then let her
go.  It was kind of fun, but not very romantic.  She
does like to get piggyback rides sometimes.  (Not as
much as the 4-year-old, though.  The 4-year-old would
be on my neck nearly all the time, if it were up to
her.)

In the other family, there is an infant boy
about a year old, a 5-year-old girl, a 7-year-old
girl, a 10-year-old girl, and a 12-year-old girl.  So
many lovely little girls!  I wish I could trade roles
with their father for a few years!  Anyway, the
5-year-old girl follows the 7-year-old girl around and
they pal around together a lot.  I am crazy about both
of them.  The 12-year-old girl has a real 'attitude
problem'.  She does not get along with her father at
all, nor her mother much better, but what is really
annoying is that she takes it out on me, though I never
did her any harm.  The 10-year-old is perhaps trying to
imitate the 12-year-old -- anyway, we do not have a
working relationship.  But the two littlest girls have
a crush on me.  It is wonderful.  I am in heaven when I
can be , especially if alone with them.  So far we have
not gone beyond the full body hug, when I caress their
whole bodies, especially their delicious buns, and the
rare mouth-to- mouth kiss.  Well, also I have nibbled a
bit on their ears and the napes of their necks.  They
are great little lap sitters.  We live scores of miles
apart, so we do not get to see each other
often -- sometimes it is a month or two on end.  I wish I
could see them every day.  And every night.  Their
mother says that when they are a bit older, they can
come to my house and stay overnight.  I can hardly wait
for that.  But meanwhile, they send me their coloring
pages when they are done with them, and schoolwork for
me to put up on my wall at my workplace.  And we send
notes back and forth.  I write them lovely letters,
with riddles and stories in them.  They write back and
tell me what's new.  Perhaps a real romance will
blossom here.  Is there any reason why I cannot have
both of them for my girl friends?  If I only took one,
the other one would be terribly  upset and jealous.

What worries me, though, is that my relationship with
my wife is going downhill, and I wonder if it is
because of my obsession with these little beauties.
Alone with my wife I can hardly get a hard-on anymore.
But when the little bombshells are around, I cannot get
a soft-on.  To make love to my wife, I have to
fantasize that I am with them.  One time I had two
little girls in my bed with me and my wife: Jennifer
and her next-oldest sister.  True, they were asleep,
but what a love-making session I had with the wife while
holding the hand of one sleeping beauty.  If only that
sort of thing could happen again.  Thank the goddess
Artemis for small houses.  There is nothing like a
house with only one bed in it, and a bunch of little
girls who need to get their shut-eye.  But where will
it all lead?

'Arktoi'
-------------------------------------------------------




'-o-' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

I would like to start to post again after a year and
some without a single message.  I would like to
apologize and hope that I can get back into talking
again.... I have nothing happen to me worth posting...
A lot of heartbreak and loneliness... So, I will leave
you with that and I will talk to you all later...

'-o-'
-------------------------------------------------------





'Bandersnatch' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

Further to 'SongMeister''s post, here are the words to
"Cross-Eyed Mary" (Jethro Tull, 1971) (Thank you for
reminding me of it.)

Who would be a poor man
a beggarman, a thief
if he had a rich man in his hand.
Who would steal the candy
from a laughing baby's mouth
if he could take it from the money man.

Cross-eyed Mary
goes jumping in again.
She signs no contract
but she always plays the game.
Dines in Hampstead village
on expense accounted gruel,
and the jack knife barber
drops her off at school.

Laughing in the playground
gets no kicks from little boys:
would rather make it with a letching gray.
Or maybe her attention
is drawn by Aqualung,
who watches through the railings as they play.

Cross-eyed Mary
finds it hard to get along.
She's a poor man's rich girl
and she'll do it for a song.
She's a rich man's stealer
but her favour's good and strong:
She's the Robin Hood of Highgate
helps the poor man get along.

'Bandersnatch'
-------------------------------------------------------





'Ex Astris' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

I haven't posted in a while, so I thought it important
to drop the community, to whom I owe so much, a brief
line.  I haven't really had a relationship of any type
with a lg in quite some time.  As mentioned previously,
I stopped spending time with Becky because she was
being two-faced with the hateful neighbours & also
making vulgar remarks about my genitals.  I realize
this may have been her way of reaching out to me in a
child's way, but it was in public & way too much of a
risk.  My heart goes out to 'Mandrake' & 'Arktoi' in
their dire circumstances, & I certainly wish to avoid
anything similar myself.  Desiree & her 2 brothers
speak to me secretly, though all too infrequently.  But
when they're caught they're subjected to very cruel
punishments.  Fortunately this has not seemed to daunt
them.  In fact, they've told my mother & I that they
hate their grandmother & love me.  So that's some
consolation.  Even my last ally, Melanie, has stopped
coming by.  I know the apartment manager has talked to
her grandmother several times, & I think she finally
acceded to her way of thinking.  She used to just love
me to pieces, but is never too talkative any more.  I
just had a conversation with Melanie on my way to work
this morning while helping her scrape the frost of her
grandmother's windshield, & although she was smiling,
seemed nervous to be seen with me whenever someone
walked by.  My good friends who have the 2 & 4yr old
lg's & who are fully accepting of me as a gl are moving
10 hours north of where I am.  So there goes that...
for the time being, anyway.  I know life has its ways
of always presenting new opportunities, and that serves
as some comfort.  But only some.

'Ex Astris'
-------------------------------------------------------



'Yuri' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

>22nd November 2000
>
>_Unconstitutional anti-child-hooker law is widened_

The problem here, of course, is that we are defining
the child prostitute as a victim, then we lock her up
-- since when do we lock up the victims?  The law's
purpose is a noble one -- to prevent these girls from
being victimized at the hands of pimps.  However, we
should all remember with what 'the road to Hell is
paved' -- good intentions.

--

>30th November 2000
>
>_Good morning, St. Louis_
<snip>
>"With zero tolerance, the really frightening part is
>that we don't even pretend anymore that we are
>committed to educating all children," said the center's
>director, Ruth Zwifler.  "Public education is now only
>for those who deserve it, and the list of those who
>don't deserve is growing."
>
>"The whole atmosphere at many schools is poisoned," she
>said.  "We've got to open up a discussion with the kids
>about how to make schools comfortable for them.  We've
>got to like our kids.  I don't think we like them at
>this point."

Is it just me, or does all this have echoes of what
happened in Germany in the early 1930's?

'Yuri'
-------------------------------------------------------





'Moovi Groovi' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

ROB ZOMBIE, METHODS OF MAYHEM and STATIC X are among
the bands on the soundtrack of the MTV feature
Jailbait!, which premieres on the network April 16
2001. The movie is about a high school senior who gets
in hot water for having sex with an underage girl.

http://www.foundrymusic.com/Artists%20and%20Bands%2013.htm

-------------------------------------------------------




'And finally' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

Ten reasons to buy your daughter a vibrator this
Christmas:

      1 So you can use your own again

      2 Because the one you bought her last year is
      burned out with overuse

      3 So your daughter will be too preoccupied to
      demand the family watch Barbie videos all
      Boxing Day

      4 So her Barbie gets a rest from, er.... those
      "extra special between-legs makeovers" she
      gives her

      5 Vibrators are quieter than The Back Street Boys

      6 Because you're fed up with buying batteries -
      she needs a mains-powered one now

      7 Because her granny says she needs something to
      distract her from sucking her thumb

      8 So she can become *really popular* by showing
      all her little friends how to use it

      9 The sex toys newsletter did a 'group test' and
      recommended one shaped like a really cute little
      pink teddy bear

      10 A reason for the neighbours: To ensure your
      child develops healthy disregard for dangerous
      sex-negative attitudes

-------------------------------------------------------





--
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'Yuri' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------

'Sanctuary wrote:
>From News:
>>Peter Tatchell, of the pressure group OutRage, called
>>for the age of consent to be 14 for heterosexuals and
>>homosexuals.  He said: "Sex involving people under 14
>>should not be prosecuted, providing the partners
>>consent and there is no more than three years
>>difference in age.  This would affirm the right of
>>young people to make their own choice about when they
>>are ready for sex, while also protecting them against
>>exploitation by older people."
>
>Why are they always talking out of both sides of their
>mouths?  If young people are ready to choose sex they
>would also be able to recognize if they were being
>exploited.

I don't doubt that young people can recognize when they
are being exploited.  The problem is that young people
can be put in a position where they have no way out of
the exploitative situation, for example a teacher
sleeping with a student and threatening failing the
student if they try to get out of the situation.

That's why I don't agree with an age of consent in
general, but I do agree with an age below which someone
in a position of trust or authority can not have a
relationship with a younger person: there's just too
much potential for abuse of power.

--

>'Easy Rider' wrote:
>To DD:
>>The net result of this is mass conflict all round, as
>>he thinks I am a bad influence, and too close to Laura
>>and her brother for their own good.
>
>This is what you do: you set up a family meeting with
>all of them together.  You state in front of them all
>that you are a good friend of this family and have a
>good relationship with Laura and the boy.  You say with
>all due respect that you believe it in the interest of
>the kids in particular and the family in general that
>this friendship is not disrupted.  If push comes to
>shove you remind the guy that his is not the last word
>here; he is 'a boy friend', not a legal guardian.  You
>appeal to the mother to make a decision in the matter
>of her children.  Go for it.

Sounds like ok advice - worst case scenario, you're no
worse off than you are now.

'Yuri'
----------------------------------------------------------





'Rasputin's Dog' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------

Hello All,

Nothing exciting to talk of, but all the recent talk of
on-topic songs has reminded me of a few:

* Tom Petty and the Heartbreakers "Honey Bee" (not exact title)

* Junior Wells (Chicago blues singer) "Little School-Girl"...

 <Hello little school-girl.
 Can I go home with you?
 Tell your mommy and daddy,
 I'm a little school-boy, too...>

* Guns n' Roses "Sweet Child O' Mine".

That's all I presently recall and all I had to say,
so goodbye.

'Rasputin's Dog'
----------------------------------------------------------




'Flickorna' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------

Hey 'Mandrake'!,

Good to hear from you!  I'm sorry to hear that you got
in trouble.  Actually it really bothers me to hear
that.  It's upsetting that people are so suspicious of
abuse.  :( But at least you got to French kiss with
some cuties.

Welcome back '-o-'!  I'm sorry to hear that you've had
your heart broken.  I have been there.  It's nice to
have you back.  :)

'Flickorna'
----------------------------------------------------------





'DD' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------

To 'Easy Rider':

I'm sorry if I have given the impression of ignorance.
I have responded several times to you and always take
on board what you say.  You are one of the people I
would most like to meet and have a serious discussion
with.  Sadly, as always, that can never happen.

I took your advice "to the letter", which is something
for me, as I never take advice, such is my foolishness
often.  You have provided me with the answer for which
I am indebted to you Easy Rider.  The outcome of the
meeting was so positive and fruitful that many issues
were solved not just the matter in hand but also many
other things, some relating back to my very early
postings in which I expressed doubts and concerns over
L___'s  mother, amongst other things.  I now know all
there is to know of the situation and my mind has been
put at rest.

I will let you know more about what happened soon,
meanwhile thanks again Easy Rider, you are the best.
If I can ever return the favour just ask, ok.

That's it for now, as I mentioned, I moved recently and
still haven't got organized, so lots to do.  (Sheesh
where da hell do I start).

Be good, people :)

'DD'
---------------------------------------------------------





'Arktoi' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------

Thank you, 'Sanctuary,' for your words of wisdom.

This particular 4-year-old bombshell -- and I use the
word in two senses here -- does not seem to have much
of a grasp on how to keep her affairs private.

Jennifer took me aside -- twice!  -- while we were
having a family lunch at a restaurant in a shopping
mall, to "tell me secrets."  (She was most insistent
about dragging me away.)  But when she whispered them
in my ear, it turned out her "secrets" were just "buzz,
buzz, buzz."  I think she likes the concept of having
secrets, but she does not realize yet that we already
have some, nor does she quite know what a secret is.  I
will endeavour to educate her on that.  We will have to
start with some very small, unexplosive secrets,
because of her tendency to blab to others, until she
learns that a secret is not to be shared with the whole
world, or even a third party.  One thing I certainly do
not need is for her to go running to her mother and
report to her, "Uncle Arky told me that when he touches
me HERE, it is a secret!"  I would be 'dead meat'.  So
until she gets a handle on the matter of privacy, I am
not able to even tell her that certain things are just
between the two of us.  Meanwhile, there will be little
in the way of "private play," much less touching each
other when there is someone else around.  She has
already tattled on me twice, so for the time being I
have no reason to trust her but must simply thank my
lucky stars that nothing terrible has resulted from her
loose lips.

Luckily I still have my 7-year-old niece from the other
family, and her 5-year-old sister.  They have not
exhibited the tattle-tale syndrome so far.  And the
7-year-old clearly understands the concept of not
telling on one's pal.  We went for a walk in a
semi-rural neighbourhood, and she mischievously
insisted in looking inside people's mailboxes.  That
was rather naughty of her, but didn't harm anyone,
really.  The point is that she asked me if I would tell
on her, and I assured her I would not.  She appreciated
that.  With any luck at all, that means I can do
naughty things with her and she will not tell on me.
How delightful that could be!

--

Say, from some of these press clippings, it looks like
the good guys (we) are making progress in this world.
So the Globe and Mail ("Horrifying, but is it a
crime?", Nov. 20, 2000 Globe and Mail) dares to suggest
that we are not evil criminals, eh?  Delightful bit of
heresy, that!

  [ Having now seen the actual article - I would say that
    commentator was wilfully misinterpreting it as
    'pedo positive', in order to score an alarmist
    (and probably covertly Evangelical Christian) point
    off a rival newspaper. ]

I will have to try to track down Garou's song
"Criminel" (written by Luc Plamondon; album: "Seul").
More good news for us.  And the failure in the UK of
the 2 million pound advertising campaign to persuade
schoolchildren that it was not shameful to be a virgin!
Wonderful!  It may be too soon to say we are winning
the war, but we have done very well in a few
skirmishes, at least.

--

I must tell you a bit about She-Devil the Terrible.

My wife, whom I met online, initially made a good
impression on me.  She advertised, "Christian seeking
Christian," and we sent e-mails back and forth for some
time in which we discussed the Bible.  I was
particularly interested in the verses that talk about
how the woman shall be subject to the man, since I had
had several wives (three previous) all of whom were
feminists -- women's libbers.  These wives usually
claimed they wanted a 50-50 marriage, but it always
worked out that their 50 percent was bigger than my 50
percent, and now I wanted something different, I wanted
to be the leader in the couple.  She-Devil the Terrible
said she agreed with all that, and was really pleased
that I was so interested in the Word of God.  She also
raved about how crazy in love with me she was.  Well,
she was "not much to look at", but with all these other
considerations in mind, I went ahead and married her.

We hoped to have a baby (I hoped for a girl baby
myself), but it never happened.  Initially she said she
would never, under any circumstances, leave me unless I
told her to go away.  Well, for a while, things went
OK, but then she wanted to handle the family finances,
saying she could balance a check book better than I
could.  She developed into a terrible henpecker, and it
also turned out that she was a spend-a-holic who would
get a hold of my pay and then squander it at the local
Walmart (a huge discount chain-store), always pointing
out what marvellous buys she got there.  So our house
filled up with cheap pots and pans and knickknacks,
until there was barely room anymore to even turn
around.  She bought a lot of stuff that we did not
really need, in anticipation of eventually moving to a
bigger house.  But since she keeps me dead broke all
the time now, and has ruined my credit rating, the
chances of moving to a bigger house are about nil.

Well, she got crazier and crazier, or is it simply that
her craziness became more and more blatant?  And
abusive.  And now there is rarely a morning or an
evening when she does not yell and scream and call me
"stupid" and "asshole" -- and lately she has taken to
throwing things in her fits of pique.  About all I can
say for her anymore is that she did bring three
beautiful nieces into my life, although I do not get to
see them nearly often enough to suit me, and it is to
her credit that she has never given any indication that
I was too much interested in little girls generally, or
my new nieces in particular, although She-Devil the
Terrible is definitely against what she considers to be
"child molestation."  I have never asked her
specifically what she defines that to be, as I would
not wish to appear "too interested" in the topic - after
all, that might give her the idea that I was one of
those awful chaps.  Well, her insanity has progressed
to the point where, when I leave home to go to work
in the morning, she tells me she will not be
there when I get back.  She says she is going to shoot
all of our cats and dogs, burn the house to the ground,
and drive our car off a bridge to kill herself.  And
this was triggered by the fact that I opened my poached
egg on the small end rather than on the large end, or
some such piece of trivia.  By the way, we have no
insurance to cover any of these calamities.  I have
about "had it."  (Of course, by this time I have about
given up on Christianity.)  It would be a terrible loss
to me if she destroys all our property as she threatens
to do, but I never know whether to take her seriously
or not.  But if she simply leaves me, maybe that would
be a good thing.  The sad thing is, I do not know if I
could continue to see my 5-year-old niece ("Tigger")
and 7-year-old niece ("Pooh Bear"), and if not, that
would be horrible.  But on the plus side, I would then
be free to start finding one or more lady friends who
would have one or more small daughters apiece.  And
then wonderful things could happen.  I do not think I
would get married again, after this horrid experience,
but hopefully I could find a girlfriend of about my
age, or maybe a generation or so younger, with a really
sexy daughter, or several, and get into a more or less
permanent relationship.  I would not consider a lady
friend who did not come with a ready-made family of one
or more little daughters.  I do not want to take a
chance again on making a daughter of my own, and then
failing again.  Although, who knows, maybe one of these
lady friends will give me a baby daughter of my own.
Let's hope.  Those of you who aren't atheists, send a
little prayer up to our goddess Artemis, the goddess of
little girls, for me, please.  Thanks.

'Arktoi'
-------------------------------------------------------

   [ Sounds like you need to see a lawyer and get back
     control of your own finances, as a first step.  Maybe
     then move all the check books, charge cards and
     other financial items to your workplace, too?  Or
     open up a second non-joint bank account and then ask
     your workplace to switch your pay to the new one?
     Then arrange some house insurance that covers arson! ]




'Tsarevitch' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

Hark all you parents and soon to be parents!

Here is an alarming legal notice from a NY Times email
update... http://www.nytimes.com/2000/12/08/technology/
08CYBERLAW.html?pagewanted=1

"Most people would agree that it's a good idea for
parents to supervise their children's use of computers
and the Internet.  But what happens if a mother or
father fails to do so?"

According to a state judge in Illinois, that parent can
face trial in court

...

In a controversial decision issued November 28, Judge
Ward S. Arnold of McHenry County, Ill., ruled that the
father of a high school student accused of digitally
grafting the picture of a female classmate's face to a
hard-core sexual image displayed on a Web site can be
sued for damages

...

Told of Judge Arnold's ruling, some lawyers applauded
his decision, claiming that computers can be dangerous
devices and that adults are too often lackadaisical
about the mischief children can do online.

But other lawyers criticized the ruling harshly, saying
that a computer is no more dangerous an article than a
pencil.  Both objects may be abused to create a
defamatory statement, but it would be silly to haul
parents into court on charges of negligently supplying
their children with writing instruments.

...

In addition, critics said the decision places too much
of a burden on parents to monitor and direct their
children's computer activities, which are often hidden
from view.

...

Victor H.  Polk, a partner at Boston-based Bingham Dana
& Gould who in the past has litigated cases on behalf
of celebrity clients whose names were used without
authorization on X-rated Web sites, said that he
believed it is vitally important for parents to
supervise their children's Internet use.  "But should
parents have a legal duty to do so?  That would be bad
public policy," he said, adding that one of the virtues
of the Internet is allowing children some level of
freedom."

--

Remember, when performing your forever surveillance on
your Illinois child's online depraved and immoral online
activities, one should always OFFICIALLY discourage
them!  Happy monitoring!

'Tsarevitch'
-------------------------------------------------------------





'Talitha Cumi' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

Hi there to everyone on the list.

My handle on this list will be "Talitha Cumi", the
meaning of which will speak to those who move in
similar circles to mine.  I am male, in my early 40s,
and single, and my life centres around working with
children and adolescents, mostly girls.  (Yeah, I know,
"Lucky me"; and you don't know the half of it yet!)
That'll do history-wise for now, though I will consider
answering questions if anyone has a specific query.

Well, I don't know if I hold any sort of record for
lurking, but it's been over two years on and off that
I've enjoyed having Ianthe's tireless work appear on my
screen every week, without ever mustering the courage
to post.  The truth is that - like many of us - I have
too much to lose if certain parties were to discover my
orientation, and especially if I were to be connected
with certain events that I hope to share with you all
here.

I have a question to start things rolling, one which
I've never seen addressed here ever - only vaguely
mentioned in passing a couple of times: how many of you
are super-turned-on by the sight of a little girl
peeing; even at a distance?  I am one of the
(apparently) few whose orientation has changed over the
years from being a 100-percent boy-lover to being a 95
percent GL, but even in the early days I never found the
sight of a LB peeing as intensely erotic as that of a
LG squatting and letting it flow!  Many of my fantasies
revolve around having a LG squatting - maybe on a toilet
seat - while I watch close up and perhaps let it flow
over me; though a similar scene with an adult female
would be totally nauseating.  So give me a "hi", those
who include this little twist on their list of
"what would make my day"!

--

Secondly, I have followed with considerable interest
the many discussions and "threads" regarding the
morality/ correctness/ feasibility of vaginal
penetration of a minor, appropriate age limits etc.  I
personally would love to engage in going "all the way"
with a LG who was close to me and willing, but I feel
very strongly that this is not a decision that she
should be permitted to make for me/us.  B.T.W., I
belong to the "faction" that believes that her limited
life-experience & general maturity preclude - in 99-percent
of cases - her ability to make a rational decision that
includes an analysis of the potential long-term
consequences for her.  For this reason, I have never
accepted the opportunity (and I've had a few) to "go all
the way" with a LG, though I will kiss, cuddle and
"massage" as long as she seems happy and relaxed.

NB: I know this has been discussed exhaustively
already, with heated opinions being voiced pro and con.
I am NOT willing to discuss this with anyone here, and
only mention my standpoint as background material.
Please save your breath, as I WON'T be replying to
comments on this subject; OK?  You want another
flame war, go burn someone else!

But - I'd like to suggest a theoretical alternative for
those considering sexual activity in a hypothetical
'ped-tolerant' future society, and who wished always to
let the child grow and make an adult decision: have any
of you ever considered (or experienced?)  having your
partner lying down with her legs tightly together while
you straddle her with your legs outside hers, inserting
the penis (perhaps with a little lubrication) between
her legs at the junction with the vulva?  It would
perhaps be a little strange if you had become used to
the "missionary position" with a partner of any age,
but could be drawn out into a wonderful time of
closeness, warmth and even sexual release for both,
without violating what is - for many of us, and for
many girls - an unbreakable penetration taboo.  This
might also be inverted of course, with her on top
playing a more pro-active "masculine" role, and the
result is probably HEAVEN.  :)

Well, that's probably enough to get the pot bubbling
- looking forward to your opinions and comments.

'Talitha Cumi'
---------------------------------------------------------------
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   [ Press-cuttings digest ]


UK: _Saucy letters not a crime_
UK: _NSPCC admits that advertising and offices eat half
    the money the public sends it._
UK: _Trial by newsprint, with no defence_
USA: _Can a roast chicken be "child pornography"?

Opinion: _Eight going on eighteen_
Opinion: _The nation's preoccupation with child abuse is grotesque_
Letters: _Lives ruined by child abuse panic_

Security: _CD encryption tears holes in RIP_
Security: _Secret plan to spy on all British phone calls_

Book note.





UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

8th December 2000

_Saucy letters not a crime_

Goalkeeper H[...], 28, was cleared yesterday by Derby
magistrates of sending indecent letters.  H[...], who
is married, and played for [...] County before a
transfer to [... Football Club], admitted sending the
letters to a 15-year-old girl, but the court agreed
their content was no worse than 'saucy seaside postcards'.

---------------------------------------------------------




UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

9th December.

_NSPCC admits that advertising and offices eat half the
money the public sends it._

The NSPCC was forced to defended its spending record
yesterday after it emerged that only half the money
received goes directly to services for children.

Following the release of its annual report the charity,
which received 62 million pounds last year, admitted that
at least 50 per cent of its total income went straight
into the pockets of administrators and advertising
agencies.

---------------------------------------------------------




Opinion article:
---------------------------------------------------------

UK:

_Trial by newsprint, with no defence_

30th November 2000

[ ... Three well known pop music celebrities accused of
rape recently in the UK, and a famous football coach found
innocent of child abuse charges ...]

In all of these cases, there is an imbalance inherent
in the accused being named, while his accuser is
afforded anonymity.

[...]

Paedophilia hysteria provides an ugly and disturbing
pendant to this argument.  I was in a radio studio on a
panel discussing something else entirely when the story
of the investigation into Jonathan King's alleged
sexual abuse broke on the news.  We all listened to it,
shaking our heads and muttering, "Ugh, how awful."  The
impact of hearing of an arrest on a charge of such
unpleasantness had the immediate, Pavlovian effect of
making all three commentators and one chat-show host,
all of whom are to some extent paid to be sceptical and
sort good arguments from bad, believe that the story
must be true, or at least have an element of truth
lurking in it.

When Mr King vehemently denied guilt, I felt rather
ashamed about my own readiness to believe the story
without a shred of proof.  Now, of course, I have
absolutely no way of knowing whether it is true until
the police investigate further and the matter is tested
in court, if it ever gets that far.  But it is surely
wrong that an individual can be named and shamed on the
basis of allegations alone.  Sometimes, there is smoke
without fire: great big dirty smudges of it that cling
to the innocent, as well as the guilty.

As things stand, a deranged, ill or simply
ill-intentioned accuser can have the vicarious
satisfaction of seeing their quarry exposed to
unwelcome publicity.  The law is oddly lax on this.
Police do not release the names of suspects until
charged, but the media is free to identify them.  We
all know what this means in practice - a tip-off to
favoured journalists from the police when they end up
with a household name down at the station.

I am narrowly convinced that naming the defendant in
court may be justified because it can persuade other
people to bring forward evidence.  I can see no grounds
at all for an accused being named before the police
have decided whether or not the case is strong enough
to bring charges.

In the present febrile climate, what are the chances of
someone accused of a sex crime against children being
treated fairly in their communities or workplaces in
the time it takes between an allegation being made and
a charge being lodged or the case dropped?  We are fast
moving towards a situation in which the mere accusation
of certain crimes is considered tantamount to a
conviction when it comes to reporting them.  That is
not justice.  It is trial by newsprint, with no defence
admitted.

---------------------------------------------------------





Opinion article:
---------------------------------------------------------

USA:

December 2000

_Can a roast chicken be "child pornography"?_
US federal courts can't decide.

Within the past year, the sweeping Child Pornography
Protection Act (CPPA) of 1996 has been struck down by
one federal appeals court and upheld by another.
Earlier, two other such courts upheld the law.  On
November 3rd, the 4th Circuit Court of Appeals in
Baltimore weighed in with its opinion, declaring the
CPPA constitutionally sound, and affirming the
conviction of Joseph Mento III for possession of
digital images he found on the Internet.

Conflicting opinions among federal judges about the
first amendment aspects of depictions of minors are
expected to hasten the inevitable review of the CPPA by
the US Supreme Court.

The most hotly disputed feature of the CPPA is its
expansion of the federal kiddie-porn proscription to
include "morphed" or otherwise digitally-altered
images.  In addition, it criminalizes sexual depictions
by actors over 18 of persons under that magic age, and
other material whose creation involves no actual
minors.  Indeed, the law declares that any object at
all presented or advertised as kiddie porn is exactly
that.

Introduced in the US Senate by the reactionary Orrin
Hatch (R.-Utah), the CPPA was a hands-across-the-aisle
effort supported by Christian Right Republicans and
victim-culture Democrats, notably Diane Feinstein
(D.-California). The legislation floated in on a tide
of hype about the depraved potential of new
technologies, and the need to step in and regulate that
purported hotbed of sexual predation (and source of
profit), the Internet.  Most members of Congress were
afraid to vote against it.  It hardly mattered that
commercial kiddie porn was virtually nonexistent in the
US, except for material cobbled together by government
agents for sting operations.

_Shift to thought-crime_

Philosophically, the CPPA represents a shift in focus
from the alleged harm done to minors used in the
creation of porn to the alleged harm caused by its
dissemination.  Janet Reno's Justice Department defends
the law on the grounds that both real and simulated
kiddie porn serve as aids to illegal sex.

When the CPPA was signed into law, some civil
libertarians assumed it had little chance of survival
once tested in court.  But in its first serious court
challenge, the CPPA was upheld.  In August 1997,
dismissing a lawsuit by the Free Speech Coalition, an
alliance of 600 adult entertainment businesses, federal
Judge Samuel Conti of the US District Court of Northern
California ruled that "Even if no children are involved
in the production of sexually explicit materials," the
harmful effects of such materials on society and "the
well-being of children" mandates regulation.  Drawing
on rhetoric bandied about in Congressional hearings.
Judge Conti expressed concern that such materials serve
to whet the erotic appetite and are used to
"desensitize" youngsters into sex.  The Free Speech
Coalition appealed the decision.

While the appeal in *Free Speech v.  Reno* was pending,
a criminal case in Maine involving possession of child
porn by David Hilton, a self-described anti-smut
crusader, followed a different trajectory.  In March
1998, Judge Gene Carter of the US District Court in
Portland ruled in Hilton's favor, striking down the
portion of the law criminalizing computer-generated
sexual images of children.  But in January 1999, the
Justice Department won a reversal of the Hilton
decision in the 1st District Court of Appeals.

Then, in December 1999, the 9th Circuit Court of
Appeals in San Francisco weighed in with an opposite
ruling in *Free Speech v.  Reno*.  Deciding the case
two-to-one in favor of the plaintiff, the three-judge
panel voided portions of the CPPA for the nine Western
states within its jurisdiction.  Judges Donald Molloy
and Sidney Thomas found that the government "has no
compelling interest in regulating sexually explicit
materials that do not contain visual images of actual
children."  Eleven months later, in the Mento case, the
4th Circuit Court of Appeals would repudiate that point
of view.

While jurists argue over its merits, the CPPA can be
and is being applied to everything from marginal
Internet sleaze to popular and high art.  It helps
legitimize efforts like the Focus on the Family
campaign to prosecute mainstream bookstores for selling
books of nude photography by Jock Sturges, or the
attempt by Oklahoman fundamentalist Christians to have
Volker Schlondorff's an Academy award-winning film
*The Tin Drum*, based on the classic novel by Nobel
laureate Gunter Grass, seized as child porn.

_You're a child pornographer_

Because key scenes in James Cameron's *Titanic* show a
17-year-old character played by 21-year-old Kate
Winslet posing nude and having PG13 sex, the film is
arguably child pornography under the law.  Sexual
situations involving a gay 15-year-old boy played by
18-year-old Charlie Hunnam could qualify the original
British version of the TV series *Queer as Folk* for
seizure by American law enforcement officials.
(In Showtime's American remake of the acclaimed
teleplay, the 15-year-old's age has been raised
to a less provocative but still risky 17.)

"The worst part of the CPPA," says David Greene of the
First Amendment Project, "is its potential application
to utterly nonrealistic representations such as
cartoons and drawings.  It calls into question the
legality of every Renaissance painting with naked
cherubs, bare-chested nymphs, or the unswaddled Baby
Jesus."  In millennial America, where one end of the
political spectrum is as eager to censor as the other,
the CPPA may survive its journey to the highest court.

"It's a difficult issue politically," says David
Greene.  "I would not be surprised if the Court punted
on the main issues."  In 1995, punting on the issues,
the Supreme Court upheld without comment a lower court
ruling in a Pennsylvania case where a student named
Stephen Knox was found guilty of possession of kiddie
porn, even though the video in question contained
neither nudity nor sex.  As First Amendment protections
erode, the next step may be to assert the illegality of
material depicting neither nudity, sex, nor actual
children.

----------------------------------------------------------





UK: Highlights from two long opinion articles:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Eight going on eighteen_

3rd December 2000

[...] While, as a child, I would quake when my parents
told me about 'all the bad people out there', my
daughter [aged 8] rolls her eyes.  Her position is
clear: the bogeyman isn't her problem, 'he's' mine.
She fears nothing, except maybe spiders and being given
a naff haircut.

[...]               The majority of my daughter's
friends are razor-sharp little motormouths, with their
little pink fingers jammed against the pulse of the
nation.  The bits that interest them anyway.  Could
this in part explain parental unease at the tweenie
phenomenon?  That they all seem so much cleverer than
us.

And, crucially, happier, more together, more at ease.
As we all know, adolescence, in its classic form, is
one of those 'rainbow' experiences - you can be
standing right in the middle of the mist and still not
know you are in it.  It's only when you stand back, get
a little 'distance', that you finally recognise it for
what it is.  With tweenies, it's the same, only this
time it seems to be the parents who need to stand back.
Nothing sinister is happening when your child can use
the internet better than you can; nothing appalling is
going down when he or she has a firm opinion on how
they want to be dressed.  Just because their childhood
isn't turning out precisely how you envisaged, the
NSPCC don't have to called in just yet.  [...]

--

Tweenagers.  It's one of those labels, like 'middle
youth', that marketers stick on to new consumer groups
to flatter them into buying more of the products that
are essential for their life-stage and life-style.  In
the case of 'middle youth' it's the thirty- and
fortysomethings who don't want to grow up, and in the
case of tweenagers, it's the eight- to 12-year-olds who
want to grow up as fast as they can, and who mimic the
tastes and behaviour of the teenagers they can't wait
to become.

There are about 4m eight- to 12-year-olds in the UK,
and since the mid-90s they have evolved into a distinct
social and economic group.  Tweenies watch an average
of around four hours TV a day, which is about six hours
more per week than the average adult.  [...]

In the UK, many marketing professionals date the rise
of tweenagers quite precisely - to 8 July 1996, the
date of the release of 'Wannabe', the Spice Girls's
first single.  According to Karen Brooks, spokesperson
for the Claire's Accessories chain, the appearance of
Sporty, Scary, Ginger, Posh and Baby unleashed a
tsunami of genuine wannabes - a generation of little
girls with money and aspirations, just waiting for a
focus.

[...] Affluent, aspirational and sophisticated,
tweenies are a marketer's dream and the Daily Mail's
nightmare.  Little girls of nine and 10 running around
in cropped tops and body tattoos, watching EastEnders
and Friends, getting up to who-knows-what with
God-knows-who in internet chat rooms.  Last summer, the
Bristol Institute of Child Health gave a new focus to
our rumbling anxieties about tweenagers when the
results of its large-scale study of 14,000 children
revealed that one in six girls and one in 14 boys are
now showing signs of puberty by the time they are eight
years old.  That compares to one in 100 girls and one
in 150 boys a generation ago, when periods for girls
started at around age 17.  The tweenies, it appears,
are literally growing up faster. [...]

Their clothes are not recognisably 'children's
clothes', but just smaller versions of the kit
teenagers buy in Morgan, Top Shop and New Look, or
sportswear labels such as Nike or Diadora.

[...] Little girls love Tammy [girlswear], but their
parents don't always feel the same way.  'I do get odd
letters of complaint,' admits More.  'I've had parents
say that the clothes are indecent for children.  We
think we're being responsible in our designs and buying
and we don't want to turn parents off, but we're a shop
for the girls, not for their mums and dads.'

[...] While tweenagers may be more exposed to adult
realities and responsibilities, they are also better
educated, more confident and ambitious and more
listened to than any previous generation.  They ask
more questions, challenge more assumptions and don't
blindly accept any authority.  Anyone personally
involved with children of this age can't fail to have
noticed their sense of morality and justice, and of
their concern for political issues, such as the
environment and homelessness.  While we fret that they
don't 'play' like children anymore, we conveniently
forget that notions of an ideal childhood are very
modern, and that previous generations of children
engaged in all manner of 'adult' activities.  [...]

----------------------------------------------------------





UK: from an opinion article:
----------------------------------------------------------

26th November 2000

_The nation's preoccupation with child abuse is grotesque_

My earliest, clearest, scariest memory finds me at
three years old and Lost In A Wood.  Never mind that I
had probably strayed barely 50 yards from the picnic.
We are talking here of the world's greatest living
expert on Miss Riding Hood's wolf, and the terror was
absolute.  Every bit as absolute, moments later, was
the joy when two giants appeared and lifted me into
their arms: my father and my big brother.  For nothing
in the universe was as certain to this child as her
safety in their love.  Now, in bleak moments, I wonder:
was I the last child, ever, to feel so certain?

We live in a land beset by incest and sexual
perversion.  Last Monday, the NSPCC commandeered the
headlines with suspect research that claimed brothers to
be even more often guilty of child sex abuse than
fathers.  On Monday evening, there was an extended
edition of Newsnight devoted to the sexual abuse of
children in one family that left three girls' lives
blighted for ever.

The report, in this abuse-literate climate, was allowed
much mercy: one girl, for instance, escaped her home
for a series of children's homes, and 'was sexually
abused in every one of them'... an allegation neither
supported nor queried.  Why bother?  We take for
granted that all adults who elect any proximity to
children are likely to abuse trust and power for sexual
gratification.

We do not question the methodology of Newsnight, any
more than we question NSPCC research.

Nobody denies that the sexual abuse of children
happens.  But the nation's preoccupation with it is as
grotesque as it is ultimately damaging to the children
whose best interests it purports to serve.

The professionals know the signs and symptoms of abuse.
The sensible ones know that many more young lives are
ruined by, say, orchestrated school bullying than by
the grubby attentions of Father Benedict.  By contrast,
the layman's obsession is salacious prurience: that
which is 'about sex' becomes, perversely, 'sexy'.

If you think that is too harsh, let the BBC give us an
extended Newsnight about one family, with three
daughters whose lives are stricken and blighted forever
by congenital deformities.  And compare the viewing
figures.  But the worst of it is the effect this is
having on children who are, naturally, availing
themselves of the 'information' that tickles their
parents so.

At the extreme end, we saw the mites in Portsmouth's
Paulsgrove Estate, with their bellowing mamas, holding
banners whose words they would be better off not
knowing.  At the mischievous end, there are the
children who know that there is an easy-peasy form of
attack upon any adult they may take against: just say
'he touched me'.

And at the most vulnerable end is the child who finds
herself Lost In A Wood.  Organisers of family festivals
now give staff clear warning: if one of the men finds a
lost frightened child, he must not approach but instead
leave her and go in search of a female colleague.

No longer are children given the advice that sustained
my generation: if in trouble, ask a grown-up for help.
We were also told not to talk to strangers, take sweets
or get in cars.  There was no contradiction; beware,
child, of the adult who instigates the contact.  If,
however, you instigate it because you need help, then
the odds that you will have turned to a bad guy are,
frankly, beyond calculation.

The truth is that most daddies, brothers, teachers,
priests - indeed, most adult human beings - would give
almost anything, up to and including their lives, to help
children.  And even as we take all the precautions we
can, we do a grave disservice to our babies if we allow
them to grow up in ignorance of that truth.

----------------------------------------------------------





UK: published letters:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Lives ruined by child abuse panic_

3rd December 2000_

Congratulations on your article 'Miscarriage of
justice' last week which complemented the Panorama
programme the same evening.  As a relative of someone
who has suffered similarly from false allegations I am
glad that at last this issue is being investigated by
responsible journalists.

There is no doubt there is a growing witch-hunt of care
workers and teachers which, if it continues, will
prevent anyone wanting to enter either profession.
Trawling, compensation and corroboration by volume are
resulting in hundreds of innocent men and women being
convicted for crimes they did not commit.  Please
continue your investigations.

--

I was greatly heartened to read David Rose's article
highlighting the dangerous practice of 'trawling' in
alleged historical abuse cases.  This flawed practice
has been continuing unchallenged for too long and it is
about time the public were made aware that those who
have had their lives turned upside down by allegations
of abuse by former residents of care homes have been
convicted on the most flimsy pieces of complainants'
'memories' as evidence.  My heart goes out to Roy
Shuttleworth's family.  Those who make false
allegations of abuse can only, in the long run, be
hindering genuine victims of abuse.

--

I believe there ought to be a statutory time limit on
prosecutions where adults allege they were sexually
abused as children.  Under the influence of today's
compensation culture the law has developed into a
scoundrels' charter.  Clearly, children can be
intimidated into silence, but the idea that the abused
remain frozen into inaction for 20, 30 or 40 years is
absurd.  It would be reasonable, and would provide some
protection for the innocent, if prosecutions were
permitted only where charges are laid within two years
of the alleged victim reaching the age of 18.

----------------------------------------------------------





UK: Security:
----------------------------------------------------------

7th December 2000

_CD encryption tears holes in RIP_

A group of cryptographers think they have found a way
to defeat the RIP Act, by making it impossible to hand
over the keys to encrypted information.

The section of the act that has caused so much
controversy in the UK gives the government the right to
the plain text of, or key to, enciphered information.
However, if a person has used an ephemeral key, they
never know what the key is and so cannot pass it on to
a third-party, and it is this vulnerability that the
group wishes to exploit.

They state that their aim is "to defeat RIP Act Part3
and make it look silly, and to allow UK citizens to
communicate and to store information without worrying
about it.  We are doing this so people can be private
elsewhere than in our heads.  We object to the idea
that people should not be allowed to seek privacy from
governments."

Lead by mathematician Peter Fairbrother, M-o-o-t is an
amalgamation of encryption specialists and civil
liberties campaigners, of whom most have chosen to
remain anonymous.  They aim to have software ready to
ship by June 2001, in time for the "activation" of the
RIP Act.

The group plans to ship M-o-o-t on CD.  It is an
alternative operating system that doesn't use local
storage.  That way, the group says, if your computer is
seized by police, there will be nothing for them to
find.

Fairbrother, quoted in IT paper Computer Weekly, said:
"It is technically impossible to have an effective law,
because of the state of cryptography.  RIP says you
have to give a key but you can use an ephemeral key -
where you never knew what the key was."

He went on: "The thing that amazes me is that the
Government is putting in laws that a simple hobby
cryptographer can overcome."

----------------------------------------------------------




UK: Security:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Secret plan to spy on all British phone calls_

3rd December 2000

Britain's intelligence services are seeking powers to
seize all records of telephone calls, emails and
internet connections made by every person living in
this country.

A document circulated to Home Office officials and
obtained by this newspaper reveals that MI5, MI6 and
the police are demanding new legislation to log every
phone call made in this country and store the
information for seven years at a vast government-run
'data warehouse', a super computer that will hold the
information.

The secret moves, which will cost millions of pounds,
were last night condemned by politicians and
campaigners as a sinister expansion of 'Big Brother'
state powers and a fundamental attack on the public's
right to privacy.  Last night, the Home Office admitted
that it was giving the plans serious consideration.

Lord Cope, the Conservative peer and a leading expert
on privacy issues, said: 'We are sympathetic to the
need for greater powers to fight modern types of crime.
But vast banks of information on every member of the
public can quickly slip into the world of Big Brother.
I will be asking serious questions about this.'
Maurice Frankel, a leading campaigner on personal data
issues, called the powers 'sweeping' and a cause for
worry.

The document, which is classified 'restricted', says
new laws are needed to allow the intelligence services,
Customs and Excise and the police access to telephone
and computer records of every member of the public.

Every telephone call made and received by a member of
the public, all emails sent and received and every web
page looked at would be recorded.

The police would be able to use 'trawling' computer
techniques to look through millions of telephone and
email records.  Campaigners say innocent people could
have such highly personal information accessed.

The document admits the moves are controversial and
could clash with the Human Rights Act, which gives
people a right to privacy, European Union law and the
Data Protection Act, which protects the public against
official intrusion into private lives.

The office of the Data Protection Commissioner,
Elizabeth France, has already expressed 'grave
concerns'.

The document is written by Roger Gaspar, the deputy
director-general of the National Criminal Intelligence
Service, the Government agency that oversees criminal
intelligence in the United Kingdom.  Gaspar, as head of
intelligence for NCIS, is one of the most powerful and
influential men in the field.

The report says it is written 'on behalf of Acpo [the
Association of Chief Police Officers], HM Customs and
Excise, security service, secret intelligence service
and GCHQ [the Government's secret listening centre
based at Cheltenham]'.

Gaspar argues telephone companies should be ordered to
retain all records of phone calls and internet access.
At the moment many telephone and internet service
providers keep data for as little as 24 hours.

The document says a new data warehouse would be
required.

John Wadham, director of Liberty, said: "The security
services and the police have a voracious appetite for
collecting up information about our private lives, but
this is an extraordinary idea.

"This would violate the principles of the Data
Protection Act and the Human Rights Act and the
government should reject this idea now.

"If it goes ahead we will challenge this in the courts
in this country and the European Court of Human
Rights."

----------------------------------------------------------




From a reader:
----------------------------------------------------------

_New Jock Sturges book_:

Jock Sturges has a new book out called _New Work,
1997-2000._ While I have not had a chance to view the
artworks in this book I can say, based on his works
like _Last Days of Summer_ and _Radiant Identities_,
that it is likely to be well worth checking out.  By
the way, it is on sale at major booksellers like
Borders and Barnes and Noble.  I would recommend paying
by cash.

----------------------------------------------------------
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Eire:
----------------------------------------------------------

10th December 2000

_NPC ask schools to 'bin and burn' paedophile petition_

THE National Parents Council has called on principals
to "bin and burn" manipulative appeals to children to
sign petitions for tougher sentencing of paedophiles.

Principals from almost all secondary schools were sent
petitions last week and asked to circulate them among
children.  The principals were also asked to send
children out to gather signatures.  'Have Your Say on
Beasts Who Prey on Children' invited the petition form,
calling for a mandatory 10-year sentence for all
convicted paedophiles.

John Whyte, spokesman of the National Parents Council,
Post-Primary, said that the material should be "put in
the bin and burnt".

"People have no right to ask kids to sign or gather
signatures.  It is wrong to use children in this way.
It is exploiting kids.  They don't know the facts of
the case," he said.

About 580 letters with petitions were sent to
second-and third-level schools and colleges last week,
in protest at the three-year sentence handed down to
human-rights activist Vincent McKenna last month, for
molesting his daughter.

----------------------------------------------------------





Netherlands:
----------------------------------------------------------

December 10th 2000

_Dutch Group Calls Off an Opera After Muslims Pressure Cast_

An opera about a strong-minded 9-year-old wife of the
prophet Muhammad has been canceled in the Netherlands
after the Moroccan cast and composer were pressured
into withdrawing by Muslim clerics.

The opera, "Aisha and the Women of Medina," was to be
presented by a Dutch theater group in February and was
scheduled to tour the Netherlands and Belgium.

The opera is based on a French novel, "Far from
Medina," by the Algerian-French author Assia Djebar,
who also wrote the libretto.  It tells the story of
Aisha, one of the prophet's wives, who became an
important, though disputed, figure in Islam.  In the
libretto, which the author said was based on historical
sources, Aisha appears first as a 9-year-old girl, when
she is chosen as the third wife of the much older
prophet.  She is full of joy as she becomes her
husband's favorite.  Later, she turns sad and jealous
as he takes a fourth wife.

Gerrit Timmers, who leads the theater group
Onafhankelijk Toneel and who was to direct the opera,
said that just as rehearsals were to begin, cast
members and musicians informed him in writing that they
were withdrawing, telling him that they feared
repercussions.  But Mr. Timmers said he still did not
know who exactly was behind the problem.

"It's perplexing," he said, noting that he had worked
closely with Islamists in developing the text and the
music to make sure that nothing potentially improper or
blasphemous was included.

The opera, in Arabic, was to include seven singers
trained in classic Arabic chant who would be
accompanied by Moroccan musicians.  The Dutch group
held auditions in Morocco and signed contracts months
ago.

The cancellation of the opera was particularly
upsetting to the theater group, which is based in
Rotterdam, because it has reached out to the large
immigrant community of Moroccans and other North
Africans in the Netherlands.

----------------------------------------------------------





Censorship: Canada:
-----------------------------------------------------------

(See ASGL-L press cuttings, 10th March 2000: _Little
Sister Takes on Big Brother_)

December 2000

_Supreme Court sides with erotic bookstore_

VANCOUVER -- Expressions of elation and vindication
vied with tinges of bitterness Friday inside the Little
Sister's gay and lesbian bookstore following a Supreme
Court of Canada ruling hailed as a victory.

The country's highest court said the long-established
community bookstore in downtown Vancouver suffered
"excessive and unnecessary prejudice" at the hands of
Canada Customs officers who seized homosexual erotica.

"The customs treatment was high-handed and dismissive
of the appellants' right to receive lawful expressive
material which they had every right to import," the
court said in a 6-3 decision that changed the role for
customs but didn't alter the obscenity standard.

Three dissenting justices wanted to go further and
strike down the customs legislation altogether.

The ruling means Canada Customs agents will continue to
be able to seize books and other materials they deem
obscene at the border, but the onus will be on the
agency -- not the importer -- to prove the material
shouldn't be allowed into Canada.

John Dixon of the B.C. Civil Liberties Association, one
of the appellants, said the ruling changes "utterly the
relationship of Canada to expression materials.

"From now on, it will be almost impossible to prove a
book -- the text -- is obscene.  That is an enormous
ratchet forward."

--

A list [http://www3.sympatico.ca/toshiya.k.ncl/banned/list.htm]
of material seized by Canadian Customs officers
includes books by acclaimed authors like Jeanette
Winterson, bell hooks, Peter Ackroyd, Christopher
Isherwood, Pasolini, Eve Sedgwick, Allen Ginsberg's
famous poem Kaddish, Marguerite Duras, Quentin Crisp,
Edmund White, Alan Hollinghurst, Tennessee Williams,
and Mario Varga Llosa.

-----------------------------------------------------------





Censorship: Europe/USA:
----------------------------------------------------------

December 14th 2000

_Civil liberties groups blast cybercrime treaty_

WASHINGTON -- Civil-liberties groups blasted Wednesday
a proposed treaty designed to build an international
regime to police the Internet, saying it favored law
enforcement at the expense of individual privacy.

The Global Internet Liberty Campaign
<http://www.gilc.org>, a coalition of 30 human-rights
and technology groups, said the proposed Convention on
Cyber Crime would undermine network security, reduce
government accountability and improperly lengthen the
reach of law enforcement.  GILC urged the nations of
the world not to sign the final draft of the treaty.

The coalition, which includes the American Civil
Liberties Union, voiced its concerns in a letter to the
head of the 41-nation Council of Europe, which is
wrapping up work on the treaty after more than a
decade.

"To our dismay and alarm, the convention continues to
be a document that threatens the rights of the
individual while extending the powers of police
authorities, creates a low-barrier protection of rights
uniformly across borders, and ignores highly regarded
data protection principles," the group wrote.

Several aspects of the treaty "could lead to a chilling
effect on the free flow of ideas," the letter said.

Separately, the Center for Democracy and Technology, a
civil-liberties group funded by the high-tech industry,
said the proposed treaty would expand government powers
to investigate and monitor all sorts of crimes, not
just those related to online activities.

"In substantial part, the convention is not about
'cyber-crime,' it is about surveillance authority and
trans-border cooperation for all types of crimes," the
center said in a news release.

The treaty is also being opposed by the US Chamber of
Commerce, the International Chamber of Commerce, and
all the US ISP trade associations.

This is expected to be the final draft of the treaty.
Sometime between January and June 2001 the treaty must
be approved by the council's steering committee, after
which the treaty should be signed by all 40 of the
council members.

--

Extracts from a commentary:

[...] Last week, Henrik Kaspersen, a Dutch government
representative who chairs the committee, was asked
publicly why the treaty did not include any procedural
safeguards for limiting surveillance powers.  Kaspersen
said that determining privacy standards was "too hard"
for the committee, and had to be left to the national
governments of the CoE and signatory countries.  I'm
sure that those highly democratic countries in the CoE
like Russia, Ukraine, and Romania will do a fine job of
implementing those rights.

[...] And we have startling reminders this week that
foreign countries will be able to use this treaty to
chill or curtail Constitutionally-protected free speech
*inside* the US and anywhere else - Germany ruled that
anyone anywhere in the world who promotes Hitler's silly
little book 'Mien Kampf' is liable under German law,
and the Malaysian government announced that any global
net user who insults Islam online will be punished.
US police will be required by the treaty to assist
law enforcement agencies from other countries - even
when investigating speech or actions that are not crimes
under any US law.

-----------------------------------------------------------




Censorship: Bush:
----------------------------------------------------------

Wired: [...] Republicans have pledged that the Justice
Department will pounce on "obscene" websites should George
W. Bush gain the presidency. Bush himself has railed
against "offensive content" online, and he has endorsed
library and school filtering. [...]

----------------------------------------------------------





UK: editorial:
----------------------------------------------------------

_Empty winds of emotion_

  We see child-preying monsters on every corner -
  yet we miss the everyday dangers.

10th December 2000


[...] We hype up the terror of murderers and abusers,
rarely seeing how good intentions blur into mawkish
sentiment and hysteria.  [...] David Jones, a former
football manager and care worker, is acquitted of abuse
in a case that exposed the flaws of police work and the
CPS.  A dead priest is accused of paedophilia in a
media storm in which scant evidence of culpability is
secondary to the piquancy of the fact that he worked at
the school attended by the Prime Minister's sons.

Meanwhile, the NSPCC becomes the National Society For
The Protection Of Corporate Culture.  Its annual report
suggested that pen-pushers and advertisers fared better
from its beneficence than abused children.  The current
appetite for naming, shaming and incarcerating for ever
the armies of paedophiles perceived to be preying on
our kids is not a spur to action.  Screeches for
something to be done merely occlude the suspicion that
vast amounts of money are being spent on not doing it.
[...]

----------------------------------------------------------





UK: editorial:
----------------------------------------------------------

December 10th 2000

_Betrayal of the carers_

 Former care worker David Jones was cleared last week of
 child sex charges, after falling victim to police
 'trawling'.  The Government must halt this senseless
 folly now.


'It was the worst thing somebody could possibly accuse
you of.  He said he'd rather be up for murder than
something like this because he's so anti-abuse.'  These
words were spoken last year by Ann Jones, the wife of
former Southampton football manager David Jones.  She
was describing her husband's reaction to the multiple
allegations of sexual abuse he was facing.

On Tuesday, in a courtroom packed with expectant
journalists, the long nightmare of David Jones, his
wife, and their four children, came to an end.  One of
Britain's most popular football managers walked out of
Liverpool Crown Court an innocent man after all charges
against him were withdrawn.

A week before Jones's trial began, relatively few
people understood how any former care worker could
possibly be facing more than 20 counts of physical and
sexual abuse, all of which were false.  But, by the
time the trial collapsed on Tuesday, practically every
national newspaper knew the explanation.  David Jones
was a victim of 'trawling' - a form of police
investigation which has evolved only in the last 10
years.

Much credit for bringing about this transformation in
public understanding should go to BBC journalists David
Rose and Gary Horne and their BBC Panorama film _In
the Name of the Children_.

In the film, which was transmitted on the eve of the
Jones trial, and in an article which was published in
this newspaper on 26 November, Rose reported on the
case of Roy Shuttleworth, a care worker who is serving
10 years in prison for crimes he could not have
committed.

Shuttleworth, too, was the victim of a trawling
operation.  In such operations police officers
deliberately seek out former residents of care homes
and invite them to make complaints.  Some of these
complaints are true and have helped convict social
workers who have indeed betrayed the trust placed in
them.

But there are clear indications that many of the
allegations are false.  There is also compelling
evidence, some of it captured on film by Panorama, that
one of the main motives for fabricating allegations of
physical and sexual abuse is money.

After Jones's trial collapsed on Tuesday, his
solicitor, Stephen Pollard, said that the prosecution
witnesses would have been 'utterly discredited' if the
case had continued.  He said that more witnesses than
the defence could possibly use had volunteered to give
evidence that the accusations against Jones had been
fabricated in order to gain compensation.

David Jones was fortunate.  As the Shuttleworth case
shows, other trials where the evidence indicates that
the defendant is innocent have had different outcomes.
To investigate such trials is to enter a grotesque
Alice-in-Wonderland world in which convicted criminals,
often with long records of deception, swear solemn
oaths on the Bible and give testimony which sends
decent men to prison.  It is a world in which lies are
ratified by the court and where honest service to other
people is penalised with prison sentences of up to 15
years.  It is a world where political correctness and
the compensation culture have triumphed over justice.

Why, if evidence suggests that individual allegations
are fabricated, do juries use them as a basis for
convicting?  The answer is simple.

In cases where allegations are trawled, juries are not
able to assess individual complaints on their own
merits.  The whole purpose of trawling is to try to
prove that abuse has taken place not by finding
supporting evidence but by multiplying the number of
complaints against a particular suspect.

In fact, the sheer quantity of allegations does not
prove anything.  But this method continues to be used
because it works; it usually results in convictions.
By launching trawling operations, and piling up huge
numbers of allegations against individual care workers,
police forces have found a way of destroying the
presumption of innocence and obscuring the weakness of
individual complaints.  Whenever this happens, justice
itself will almost inevitably fail.

Without any doubt these operations are dangerous.  But
what is truly terrifying is the speed with which they
have spread from police force to police force until, at
a cost of hundreds of millions of pounds, practically
the whole country has been covered by a trawling net.

It should be emphasised once again that some trawled
allegations will lead to the conviction of people who
are guilty.  But it is precisely the fact that it has a
core of reasonableness that renders this particular
witch-hunt so dangerous, and makes it more likely that
innocent men like David Jones will be stretched on the
rack which has been devised for the guilty.

The other group who are already beginning to suffer are
those who were abused while in care.  For, by producing
large numbers of false allegations, trawling operations
have debased the entire currency of complaints.
Tragically, real victims may now find that their
truthful testimony is disbelieved.

'If the public knew what was going on they would be
appalled,' said Merseyside solicitor Chris Saltrese at
the beginning of last week.  He is right.  Except that
he was speaking before the collapse of the Jones trial
on Tuesday.  By Wednesday morning the public did know
what was going on.  Or at least they were a lot better
informed.

This is crucial.  One reason why the current witch-hunt
has spread so rapidly and so silently is that all
democracies depend ultimately on journalists to
safeguard their essential liberties.  Yet in this case
journalists bear the main responsibility for creating a
moral panic around care homes and, until very recently,
for keeping both politicians and the public in the dark
about what has really been happening.

Now that the media spotlight on David Jones has at last
illuminated this darkness, it is time for the
Government to act.  Until now Home Office Ministers
have responded to complaints about trawling by saying
that operational matters are for chief constables to
decide.  But the Government did not say that in the
Stephen Lawrence case, and it should not say it now.
When the Government does intervene, as it surely must,
it should not fall into the trap of blaming the police.
Its task should be not to chastise the police but to
rescue them from the folly we have forced them into.

For the police did not create a moral panic about
sexual abuse in care homes.  We did.  By doing so and
by placing intolerable pressure on police forces to
investigate non-existent paedophile rings, we have
created a machine for bringing about injustice.  This
machine is now out of control and has already led to
the greatest series of miscarriages of justice in
British legal history.

The collapse of the David Jones trial on Tuesday gives
us an opportunity to bring this machine to a halt.  It
is an opportunity which should not be missed.

----------------------------------------------------------




UK: Comment:
----------------------------------------------------------

December 10th 2000

_Ministers unveil plans to turn children into 'model citizens'_

NEW LABOUR ministers will begin a doomed attempt to
turn children into 'model citizens' this week with the
publication of a textbook for compulsory citizenship
lessons.

The hefty 241-page book, to be launched by David
Blunkett, the education secretary, and Jack Straw, the
home secretary, states that the objective must be no
less than the creation of a "spiritual, moral, social
and cultural" renewal.

The writing of the author, North American educationist
Francine Britton, is littered with banal mystic
terminology about "the mystery of self" and the need
"to honour the spirit".

Good teaching "cannot be reduced to technique", she
suggests - though the government has just changed the
law to take control of exactly what is taught in
teacher training colleges, and has also implemented a
standardised National Curriculum as precise and
regimented as those of the Third Reich.

Sing altogether now, children; "Fatherland, Fatherland;
show us the sign..."

----------------------------------------------------------




UK: editorial:
----------------------------------------------------------

7th December 2000

_How Our Paranoia About Paedophilia Is Compromising Bonds
Of Trust_

 Obsession that now blights every man's love for a child.

I HAD my Christmas present early this year.  I call it
a Christmas present because I can't think of any thing
I'd rather have for Christmas.  I was at a friend's
house on a Saturday evening, chatting.  Her six
year-old daughter was wandering around bleary-eyed and
should have been in bed but before anyone could take
her up, she climbed on my lap, curled up and went to
sleep.

This may not sound a big deal to you but I was a cat
with two tails.  Apart from the fact that I love this
little girl, I was swamped by an overwhelming sense of
trust.  You see, this is a child who keeps outsiders at
a polite distance, and has done from birth.  While other
kids can be won over with a joke or a game, after which
they throw themselves bodily at you, she's strictly
hands off.  A cool customer, which probably makes her
more interesting.

I've been wooing her for years. I'm aware of that going
out of my way to amuse her but careful never to force
anything.  Gradually she has come round to me.  When
she chose to curl up on me that night I was aware I had
passed some sort of test in her mind.  She was
bestowing her favour on me.  I was sitting at the
Queen's table.

But now my delight is compromised by questions I have
been forced to ask myself since having a conversation
with two colleagues.  What do other people think?  Do
they doubt my good intentions?  Do they think I have a
hidden motive?  I'm 48 and have three children myself.
Call me naive but such questions had never occurred to
me before.

One of these colleagues, a man, had been talking about
a dinner party.  The point of his story was how
difficult it sometimes is to think up an excuse on the
spur of the moment.  He said his hostess had left the
room to put her four-year-old daughter to bed but came
down a few minutes later saying: "Well, you're the
lucky one.  She wants you to read to her."  "Of course
I said no," he said, "but I couldn't think of a polite
excuse."  Of course I said no?  I was astounded.  I had
no interest in his excuse.  Reading to children is one
of the best activities life has to offer.

"You're crazy," I said.  "That's like rejecting a
lottery prize."  Then my other colleague, also a man,
chipped in.  "He's absolutely right," he said.  I
wouldn't have done it either.  It could compromise
you."  Now I look around me I see this caution
everywhere.  I see men holding back when they might
have picked a child up, rejecting hugs, making excuses.

I see parents, too, reining their children in, over
nannying them, shutting them away.  This generation of
children will go through their teenage years without
their parents bringing out bath-time pictures to
embarrass them in front of their girlfriends and
boyfriends, they're too scared to take bath-time
pictures in case people (the developers? the police?)
misconstrue them.

The reason for this caution is our obsession with
paedophilia and it is an obsession, make no mistake.

We have no evidence of a higher incidence of
paedophilia now than there ever was yet we are more
frightened than we have ever been.  We 'see'
paedophiles at every street corner, by every school
gate.

The media has enthusiastically joined the witch-hunt,
often extremely irresponsibly.  The NSPCC conducts
campaigns actually to eradicate cruelty to children
within a decade, an unrealistic expectation if ever
there was one.

Celebrities, who we know logically can be no more moral
or honourable than the average man or woman, have been
roped in as figureheads and one day this year we were
all urged to wear a Full Stop badge to demonstrate how
much we are against it.

Well who, apart from the small minority of paedophiles
in this country, isn't against it?  Such campaigns are
like huge paedophilia advertisements (15 years ago few
people had heard of the word and most dictionaries
haven't caught up with it yet).  And you can be sure
that the first action of any paedophile with a brain
(sadly, some do have them) will be to get a badge for
himself.  [...]

----------------------------------------------------------





Kids and sexuality:
----------------------------------------------------------

_An immodest proposal_

Dec 15th 2000 - I was going to try this as a comic
piece.  It would be offered as a "modest proposal" --
the violent solution to a terrible problem, much as
Jonathan Swift once proposed the raising of children
like cattle -- to be killed and sold as food.  But his
was an absurd treatment, and mine is merely unthinkable
in polite circles.  So, really, this is an attempt to
coax polite people into thinking about hideous or
impossible possibilities -- about things too close to
us to be uttered.  And if there's less humor than there
might have been, well, put that down to the intimacy
of the subject and the pain of those who suffer from it.

I am thinking about young people (our people, our
children) -- I mean those 10 or 11 years old and upward
-- and their wish, or call it a need, to have some sort
of sexual experience.  Why not, when it clamors at them
from all the media and advertising they see, and when
they feel it in us as one of the things we cherish?
Being "grown-up" in their eyes is being able to do it;
whereas the rather hunched adults think of having to
pay for it all, being responsible.  But still, at some
point in their curricula, kids come to "reproduction"
as the strange chilliness of science tries to deal with
the untidy mass of legend, rumor and folklore they have
heard and the new anxiety they feel in their bodies.

How was it for you?  Didn't you have something like the
reproductive system of the rat explained by some bored
biology teacher -- with sidelong references to the
human example and nothing said one way or the other
about the implication: that sex was made for rats?  And
for reproduction, of course.  No one in our biology
class dared mention pleasure, though there were boys
sitting in the back row masturbating one another -- the
risk of which, not to mention the exposure, could only
be driven by the need for pleasure, or just from need
itself.  Think of all the things those biology clerks
were praying not to notice; recollect the icy way they
admitted arousal.  And erection.

For me, that class occurred some 45 years ago, and so
much has changed over that time.  The steady reference
to sex has become more intense in film, on TV and in
advertising (it is so naggy now, you have to think that
very few are getting satisfaction).  The kids can see
and hear so much more, and they live on the edge of
awkward, adjusting worlds where divorce, abortion, the
Pill and being HIV positive are part of the general
increase of sexual language in ordinary conversation.

No one's claiming that the inescapable eavesdropping
ensures understanding or insight.  For all of us, I
dare say, sex is still the wildest rumor in life, the
issue that leaves us most open to unreason.  But the
storytelling is more blatant now, and so it is more
hypocritical than ever to ask growing children to turn
a blind eye (or neutered body) to what they have
gathered (no matter that, at the same time, for the
sake of their education, we are encouraging alertness,
ingenuity and the constant need for curiosity).

You hear stories -- if you are a parent in the danger
zone -- and the stories are as wild and enticing as
novels. Other parents might tell you the "facts" of
the case, without always noting how prevented they are,
emotionally, from facing all the "facts" with their
child.  One mother told other mothers that she didn't
think necking was appropriate behavior in her
12-year-old.

What a sweet word "necking" is.  Doesn't it make you a
little fonder of your own youth, and a little more
gently disposed toward the lives of your own young?
But what is necking, or petting?  And does everything
of this kind really wait for the big thing, the thing
called "penetration"?  But consider, there is surely
necking where a tongue goes into another's mouth (that
is penetration), or petting where hands go into private
places and liberate them with a soft touch, sometimes
called stroking.  If your 12- or 13- or 14-year-old
does such things, is that inappropriate?  Should the
kid "sit on it" or jerk off at home?  Is that better,
safer, more appropriate?

Consider something further: In many of these moments, a
far more significant penetration will have occurred
than even the penis knocking on the back wall of the
womb.  And that is falling in love, the most turbulent
penetration.  It is having a feeling for another person
that alters your sense of self.  For it is my own
experience, and my hunch, that the young human being
has extraordinary difficulty having sex with anyone
without being in love.  You see, at 12 or 14 or so,
life can be so tormenting, so hard, that the need for
peace and sharing is as great as the yearning for an
orgasm.

And let me add this: At all our levels of involvement
with education, I think we would wish as much for
success and decency in love as we ever would in sex,
making money or whatever.  And when I put success and
decency together, I am trying to make clear that my aim
is not a kind of Don Juanism but a sophisticated,
humble sense of love.

My modest proposal is that some part of our kids'
curriculum go beyond diagrams of the rat's body to the
best portraits of our imagination: talks on human sex
and its relationship to love (to be supported by
readings from literature, poetry and plays and the
viewing of relevant movies -- not just the latest
government documentary on venereal disease but, say,
Jean Renoir's "Partie de Campagne," Francois Truffaut's
"Anne and Muriel," Luis Bunuel's "Belle de Jour,"
Bernardo Bertolucci's "Last Tango in Paris," Jean
Eustache's "The Mother and the Whore"; and inevitably,
in American situations, there would have to be some
talk of 'why no American films') and discussion of the
varieties of sex and penetration, like masturbation,
oral sex, same sex-ism; the means of birth control and
giving birth; the dangers of sexual disease; and the
possibility of sex (and love) beyond age 25.

I know that simple paragraphs of such a schedule may
raise pandemonium.  So let us move on quickly to the
real novelty I have in mind.  What I have just listed
is a menu of topics or skills -- such as English
grammar or mathematics present.  Those skills need to
be "mastered" -- or, if mastery has unfortunate
connotations of expertise, another kind of Juanism, let
me just speak of competence.  And let me propose that
as you would not want your son on the road (possibly in
your car) until he had achieved competence (a testable
performance), so you would not want any young man to be
with your daughter unless they both had also given some
evidence of practical experience and skill.

There are still marriages made in our society between
sexually incompetent or unskilled or frightened people.
That can hasten divorce, with all its damage, as easily
as, say, promiscuity -- not that promiscuity is ever
going to be less than a Ph.D. topic.  We have every
reason to try to make ourselves a little happier, if
only for a little time.  Staleness, boredom,
disappointment -- those, I fear, will always be life
studies, worked out over the long haul.

But we need a laboratory, a way the novice driver can
try out a skid pan or a three-point turn.  And this is
where I come to the brothel in education.  We could use
other words, I suppose.  But, really, mine is an
overall approach that seeks an end to euphemism
wherever possible.  I look upon my son and his
schoolmates at their academically demanding, single-sex
school and I see a brothel where they could be
educated, or finished, by experienced women.  This does
not by any means imply a kind of older, hardened woman
whose attractiveness is long gone.  Just as this
private school takes pride in the best facilities for
science, gym, language labs and so on, why not a corps
of women perhaps 10 years older than the boys --
accomplished, tactful, tender, diversely experienced
and altogether believers in the whole nature of
education.  Of course, these women would have to be
paid (I would exclude tipping), but we're paying for
education already, aren't we?

And yes, to forestall your outrage, your daughter
should have the same educational opportunity.  Even
now, in this next century, some parents may be alarmed
or horrified at the thought of their daughter's
virginity being traded away.  But ask yourself whether
you fear the licensed, inspected brothel more or less
than, say, the reports that "good" girls at good
schools are in some places giving head to a succession
of embarrassed amateurs.  You see, the things called
"sex" and "penetration" are going on, and are starting
early.  You know there is no stopping them, because
somehow you yourself seized some moment.  But the
practitioners can be helped.  And they may be taught
that sex and love are not spoiled by skill, by
tendresse, by curiosity and by the acquired habit of
talking about it before and afterward.

You say this could never happen?  Reflect a moment --
it has to.  Everything happens eventually.  If not,
then the sexual life of our young may be as desperate,
messy or dismayed as our own.  Would we wish that on
enemies, let alone our own children?

--
--

_Teach your children well_ (highlights)

Dec 11th 2000 - [...] It's nonsense that abstinence is
the only foolproof method of birth control. There's another way
that's also 100 percent effective, not to mention popular,
always available for free and enjoyable: lovemaking without
intercourse. That is, mutual masturbation and oral sex.

But even the most comprehensive sex education classes never
mention those practices. Mentioning them would violate the
fundamental axiom of American sex education, the principle
that unites all sides far more than anything divides them,
namely, that sex is basically *dangerous for teens*. To
discuss mutual masturbation, fellatio and cunnilingus, sex
educators would have to discuss sexual *pleasure*, which is
absolutely verboten. A few years ago, Joycelyn Elders found
out just how forbidden it is. She casually mentioned that
because everyone masturbates, perhaps masturbation should
be taught to children. Faster than you could say "spank the
monkey," she was fired as Surgeon General.

Sexual pleasure has no place in American sex education.

[...]

-----------------------------------------------------------
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'Girl Luvr' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------

'Talitha Cumi' wrote:
>I have a question to start things rolling, one which
>I've never seen addressed here ever - only vaguely
>mentioned in passing a couple of times: how many of you
>are super-turned-on by the sight of a little girl
>peeing; even at a distance?  I am one of the
>(apparently) few whose orientation has changed over the
>years from being a 100-percent boy-lover to being a 95
>percent GL, but even in the early days I never found the
>sight of a LB peeing as intensely erotic as that of a
>LG squatting and letting it flow!  Many of my fantasies
>revolve around having a LG squatting - maybe on a toilet
>seat - while I watch close up and perhaps let it flow
>over me; though a similar scene with an adult female
>would be totally nauseating.  So give me a "hi", those
>who include this little twist on their list of
>"what would make my day"!

I would like to add my agreement with that statement
It is an area I have long had an obsession with and
there is 'added spice' of watching without others being
aware of your interest.

I really don't think the fascination is as rare as he
believes.

Regards, and I would like to add how much I love the
ASGL-L e-mails - although I sometimes get depressed at
the press-cuttings on law changes etc.

'Girl Luvr'
---------------------------------------------------------





'Sanctuary' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------

'Yuri' wrote:
>The problem is that young people can be put in a position
>where they have no way out of the exploitative situation, for
>example a teacher sleeping with a student and threatening
>failing the student if they try to get out of the situation.

What happens if the teacher and the student genuinely
fall in love?  If actual exploitation is occurring then
the student can always report the teacher and be moved
to another class.  It can always be argued that any
older person has some degree of control over the
younger but that would apply to any inter-generational
relationship.  In fact, adult relationships can be
manipulative as well.  Does this mean that we should
forbid all relationships?

'Sanctuary'
----------------------------------------------------------





'Bandersnatch' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------

'Talitha Cumi' wrote:
>I have a question to start things rolling, one which
>I've never seen addressed here ever - only vaguely
>mentioned in passing a couple of times: how many of you
>are super-turned-on by the sight of a little girl
>peeing; even at a distance?  I am one of the
>(apparently) few whose orientation has changed over the
>years from being a 100-percent boy-lover to being a 95
>percent GL, but even in the early days I never found the
>sight of a LB peeing as intensely erotic as that of a
>LG squatting and letting it flow!  Many of my fantasies
>revolve around having a LG squatting - maybe on a toilet
>seat - while I watch close up and perhaps let it flow
>over me; though a similar scene with an adult female
>would be totally nauseating.  So give me a "hi", those
>who include this little twist on their list of
>"what would make my day"!

Yes, that's one of my interests, though confined to 'al
fresco' peeing (whether alone or assisted by an adult).
A 'derived' interest of mine, rather than an original
one.

>Secondly, I have followed with considerable interest
>the many discussions and "threads" regarding the
>morality/ correctness/ feasibility of vaginal
>penetration of a minor, appropriate age limits etc.  I
>personally would love to engage in going "all the way"
>with a LG who was close to me and willing, but I feel
>very strongly that this is not a decision that she
>should be permitted to make for me/us.  B.T.W., I
>belong to the "faction" that believes that her limited
>life-experience & general maturity preclude - in 99-percent
>of cases - her ability to make a rational decision that
>includes an analysis of the potential long-term
>consequences for her.  For this reason, I have never
>accepted the opportunity (and I've had a few) to "go all
>the way" with a LG, though I will kiss, cuddle and
>"massage" as long as she seems happy and relaxed.

I must part company with you on this point; I don't see
that sexual intercourse for a young girl is such a 'big
deal', provided she is physically capable.  What
long-term consequences?  She can't get pregnant, and
doesn't have to enter into a long-term relationship if
she doesn't want to.

'Bandersnatch'
--------------------------------------------------





'Easy Rider' writes:
--------------------------------------------------

Hi 'DD',

I'm glad to hear things went well and something I said
was actually useful.  I'm sure it took courage to do
what you did.  It isn't easy being 'the odd man out' and
having to confront everybody, as you did with the love
of your lg on the line.  I'm not sure I'd have been
able to do it.  You're a good man, 'DD'.  I hope you will
continue to keep us informed about L.  She sounds so
cool and speaking for myself I love reading about her
interaction with you.

--

On another note, I didn't mean to sound exasperated or
whatever.  It's just sometimes you feel like you're
'spitting into the wind' around here.  I mean there are
what, 600 people on this mailing list?  How many
contribute?  25?  That means 11 out of 12 say nothing.

Others carp and whine whenever you disagree with them,
unable to disagree without getting petulant.  Others
start a story and leave you hanging, wondering how it
turned out.  Others tell posters not to share their
intimate stories.  It's good to have true dialogue once
in a while, true interaction of a meaningful nature
even if, for very good reasons, we can never know each
other in real life.

Personally I am at somewhat of a low point.  There is
nothing to get excited about.  I feel like society has
beaten me.  I make no efforts in regard to lg's.  The
pathetic efforts I do make are usually shot down by
hyper-attentive types who look for the least bit of
evidence that I am showing interest or physical
attention to one who is too young.

Soon, I will be seeing a girl I've known for some time.
She is 11.  We have not been together since Spring.  I
am curious to see what will develop, although my
experience is that at that age girls get over-
sensitive to attentions and are made self-conscious by
the adults around them to the point where they are not
inclined to allow too much in the way of physical
attention without feeling uncomfortable about it.  Yes,
you have done your damage, world.  I hope you are happy
to have cowed one more gl into giving up.

'Easy Rider'
------------------------------------------------------------





'Spike' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

Hello all,

I've been very busy for the past couple of months - I
want to keep everyone updated about what's going on my
life.

I'm still living with Megan of course, though nothing
is going on there that is worth mentioning, she has
made it abundantly clear that she is not interested in
having sex (with me anyway, I did catch her
masturbating on the couch though) right at this moment,
I did tell her if she had any questions about the
subject I was there for her.  That's all I can do for
her right now, just simply be there for her.  I do
sometimes give her bath and sometimes, rarely now more
than ever, she'll go around with no clothes on, as do
I, but only if (Dad) isn't around.  She knows enough
not to tell, but at any rate, it's cool for now.

I did meet a girl last Saturday night (this would be
12/09/00) that I met, Rachel.  She's a lot older than
what I'm used to, 16 about to turn 17, in Jan 2001,
but she is a cutie.  I'm seriously thinking that I
might have fallen in love with her.  She was with my
friend of 10 yrs., 17yr old Sarah.  Sarah and I had, had
a relationship 10 years ago that lasted for about 4 yr.,
on and off, and we remained friends, she's still
pretty, but Rachel took my breath away!  No 16 yr old
has ever done that to me before.  I was completely
blown away!  We all ate dinner and we retired to the
living room to watch "The Green Mile" on my DVD
player. :)

Half way through the movie Rachel snuggled up real
close to me and I put my arm around her.  She then
tried to kiss me, but alas it was interrupted by a
phone call!  I couldn't believe it!  After a while, I
got another chance to kiss her when Sarah was in the
bathroom, and we did this time, passionately, and our
tongues was doing the mombo!  It was great!  I think I
actually fell in love with her, though I won't tell her
that anytime soon.  I don't think you should tell a
girl you love her unless you plan on marrying her, just
one of my rules.

--

I met another girl about 2 or 3 months ago, named
Kayla - 6 yr.  old, standing at 4'2, weighing in at
60lbs, beautiful curly blonde hair (think Cindy Brady
here) and a body to die for!  She's got tits!  I swear
to God, they are little, but 'big for her age'!  I
couldn't believe it, and her mother is seriously going
to take her to the doctor very soon, because of it.  I
examined them up close and touched them.  I made her
nipple grow hard when I was "examining" her, while her
mother commented on them.  Very nice... and erotic on a
little girl.  She proceeded to jump on me and
everything, but I did mention that she was almost
naked?  Some people from another place will know what
I'm talking about, she was wearing a shirt and nothing
else under it while she happily bounced on my chest and
stomach.  She accidentally ( I think) slid down my
chest right onto my chin!  OH!  That was great, if I
had stuck my tongue out she would've experienced sexual
foreplay right then!  She continued to do this until I
had to go.  A few days later I came back over, and it
was more of the same, only this time she was on my hand
pleasuring herself.  I wasn't about to stop her either.
Her mother was in the kitchen cleaning up and washing
dishes the whole time.  I go over there regularly and I
want to keep going over there as long as possible of
course, but Rachel and I have a date on Monday night,
we're going to see "The Grinch Who Stole Christmas"
I've already seen it, but that's not going to matter.
I'm supposed to meet her parents before Xmas just
before we go. As far as she tells me about them they
are "cool" about me being 26 and her being 16 almost 17.
I'll try to charm the pants of them, and her, as well.
:) Just kidding but I will make every effort to be a
good little boy.  :)

'Spike'
---------------------------------------------------




'Ian' writes:
---------------------------------------------------

Hello everyone and Seasons Greetings!  :)

I thought I would let you in on something that caught
my eye.

 "Quit now, you'll never succeed!
 Disregard this advise and your halfway there!"

and...

 "The best way to protect your secret
 is to hide the fact that you have one!"

People can gain great ideas not just from books but
also little things such as a day planner :)

P.S. There are 2 things required to becoming the
master of your life: 1st is knowledge, the 2nd is
strategic action.  Of course, the Net is full of both
practical and inspirational book catalogs and you will
gain the knowledge needed to then proceed to action.
(Just remain 'in the middle' - you don't need to go to
the opposite extreme of current repression and do
something stupid).

Live your life the way you need to - just act with
normalcy, take precautions, and gain valid knowledge of
the social and legal situation, in various areas of
this earth (to know what strategy is best), and
carefully meet others of like mind (no one has ever
changed society or won a war by himself!)  before you
proceed.

Finally, it everyone's duty to in an effective way be
involved as an activist in order to change things for
the better in the future.  No one in the 1950s would
EVER have thought we would have gay Rights, and even
gay MARRIAGE!!  So forget the bullshit that things will
never change; but one thing is for sure - it is
required for people to laboriously MAKE IT CHANGE!

Do It!

Best Wishes   See ya, Ian
---------------------------------------------------





'Bandersnatch' writes:
---------------------------------------------------

Here are some films on UK terrestrial/analogue TV over
the Christmas and New year period that might be of
interest to List subscribers.  ('ITV' is Carlton/LWT -
regions may vary.)

Saturday 16, 2.10am - 4.05am (i.e. early Sunday
morning) C5

The BATTLE OF THE VILLA FIORITA (1965, UK) When their
mother, Maureen O'Hara, runs off with Rossano Brazzi,
two English children go to Italy to get her to come
home.  There they encounter the stunning 12-year-old
Olivia Hussey who also wants to break up the lovers.
The girls go on a hunger strike till eventually Brazzi
is forced to spank Hussey (She has ruffled panties on
for the spanking scene).  Lots of shots of the girls in
swimsuits and one tantalising glimpse of them jumping
naked off a pier.  The younger girl wears an English
school uniform until Brazzi buys her some designer
togs.  She is very impressed with her new friend
("She's got bosoms already!") Hussey is at her sultry
peak here (from our point of view).  - 'Sir A.J.'

Sunday 17, 9.00pm - 10.45pm BBC2

MONTY PYTHON'S THE MEANING OF LIFE (1983, UK) The main
interest in this film is the song, "Every Sperm is
Sacred", a big-time musical number about a Roman
Catholic Father with about fifty children.  (Some of
the children also appear in the endpiece set in
Heaven.)

Friday 22, 1.20pm - 2.50pm C4

The BABY-SITTERS CLUB (1995, US) - Schuyler Fisk (12),
Bre Blair, Larisa Oleynik (13), Rachael Leigh Cook
(15), Tricia Joe, Stacy Linn Ramsower, Zelda Harris,
Madeline Zima (8), and others.  A group of seven girls
makes some money with a baby-sitting club.  They decide
to also start a summer camp.  The father of the leading
girl returns, but does not want her to tell anyone
else.  Leading, major and minor roles.  - 'Andre'

Saturday 23, 1.30am - 3.00am (i.e. early Sunday morning) BBC2

WILL IT SNOW FOR CHRISTMAS?  (1996, France) An
unmarried mother struggles to bring up her children on
a farm in France.

Sunday 24 (Christmas Eve), 5.55pm - 8.00pm C5

MIRACLE ON 34TH STREET (1994) Remake of the classic
1947 fantasy: this time Mara Wilson ('Matilda') plays
the sophisticated little girl who doesn't believe in
Santa.

Wednesday 27, 3.35pm - 5.10pm BBC1

HARRIET THE SPY (1996, US) Michelle Trachtenberg stars
as the young spy who carefully records everything in
her journal and then has to deal with its being made
public by a prissy (but cute) young classmate.
Bath-tub scene.  'The book, written by Louise Fitzhugh
in 1964, is about an 11-year-old girl who wants to be a
writer when she grows up, so, to hone her writing
skills, she spies on people in her neighbourhood and
writes her findings in her trusty notebook.  She also
writes down her thoughts and feelings about her family
and friends in the notebook ... and this leads to
trouble for her later on in the story.  Anyhow, the
movie stars the love of my life, ten year old Michelle
Trachtenberg.  I can't imagine that ANY girl-lover
could watch this movie, and not be hopelessly in love
with Michelle/Harriet by movie's end!!!!!'  - Kanga

Friday 29, 1.00pm - 2.45pm C4

ANDRE (1994, US) Family adventure starring Tina
Majorino as a girl who adopts the eponymous orphaned
seal.

Sunday 31, 3.30pm - 5.10pm

The WIZARD OF OZ (1939) Classic fantasy musical.  A
tornado whisks Dorothy (Judy Garland) from Kansas into
a strange and dazzling world.  (I think that Judy
Garland was 14 in this, but at least they had the
decency to tape her breasts flat.  <g>)

Monday 1, 11.25am - 1.20pm ITV

The SECRET GARDEN (1993, US) Young orphan Mary Lennox
(Kate Maberly) returns from India to live in her
uncle's house, where she finds a sickly boy and a
mysterious walled garden.

'Bandersnatch'
----------------------------------------------------------------------
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* UK: _Row over photos at school shows_
* Eire: _O'Donoghue to review sex offence penalties_
* UK: _Legal battle lost in sex case_
* Netherlands: _An International Day to Celebrate Boy Love_
* USA: _Professor calls for age-of-consent at age 14_
* USA: _ACLU asks judge to throw out suit against NAMBLA_
* UK: _Computer errors give thousands criminal records_
* UK: _Top scientist says police put pressure on experts to lie_
* USA: _Center for sex offenders still unconstitutional, says judge_
* USA: _McMartin preschool satanic abuse defendant Buckey dies_
* USA: Comment on the death of Buckey
* Canada: comment: _Just whose business is this?_

* Security: _Stealth plan puts unique ID into every hard-drive_
* Security: _Supreme Court tightens standards on police wiretaps_
* Censorship: _ACLU opposes library censorship_

Book note and book review




UK:
-----------------------------------------------------------

15th December, 2000

_Row over photos at school shows_

A council has revised its ban on parents filming their
children in school plays, following an outcry over the
decision.

Perth and Kinross Council had acted after some parents,
apparently paranoid about paedophiles getting hold of
the photos, objected to their children being
photographed.

But others complained that it stopped them recording
precious moments in their children's lives.  At least
one furious parent defied the ban.

Earlier it had said there might be Data Protection or
Human Rights Act privacy issues involved, but has since
retracted that.

The data protection officer who advised the council,
Rob Mechan, told BBC News Online the only concern might
be if pictures were to be published where children were
identified by their full name, in which case it would
be wise to seek their parents' consent.

He said the Data Protection Act had a specific
exemption for people taking pictures for their own use.

The Council is now telling head teachers that parents
may be allowed to photograph their own child once in
costume either before or after a performance.

Judith Gillespie of the Scottish Parent Teacher Council
said the case highlighted a "ridiculous rights culture"
afflicting society, and appealed for a return to
reality.  "Are we going to have all the children in the
street walking around in full veils?"  she said.

The panic in Perth and Kinross coincides with new
advice to schools from Edinburgh City Council which
warns of the dangers of showing pictures of youngsters
on a school website.  Edinburgh's schools are even
warned of the security risk in putting photographs of
their buildings on the web.

In July last year a school in Yorkshire asked parents
not to video their children during sports day for fear
paedophiles would get hold of the images.

-----------------------------------------------------------





UK:
-----------------------------------------------------------

22nd December 2000

_Legal battle lost in sex case_

A rent boy who consented to sex acts for money with a
paedophile as a child has lost the latest round of a
landmark legal battle for compensation.

In a case said to have "wide-ranging consequences",
Carl August, now 24, who had challenged a decision by
the Criminal Injuries Compensation authority appeal
panel not to make him a 250,000 pounds award, was defeated
before three judges in the Court of Appeal yesterday.

Mr August, from the Isle of Wight, went to the Court of
Appeal after a High Court Judge, Mr Justice Owen, last
year refused to quash the appeal panel's decision.

At the Appeal Court yesterday, Lord Justice Pill,
sitting with Lord Justice Buxton and Sir Anthony Evans,
dismissed Mr August's appeal against Mr Justice Owen's
ruling, concluding that the panel had been entitled to
take the issue of consent into account.

If Mr August had won, it was expected that a flood of
similar claims from people alleging they were former
rent boys or under-age prostitutes, would have
followed.

-----------------------------------------------------------





Eire:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_O'Donoghue to review sex offence penalties_

16th December 2000

The Minister for Justice, Mr O'Donoghue, is to review
the penalties for sexual offences.  It is understood
from sources in the Department of Justice that the
review will begin shortly.

The government plans to increase the maximum jail
sentence for molesting a child to 14 years from
the present five years.

The Irish Council for Civil Liberties would make no
comment until the legislation was published.

-----------------------------------------------------------





Netherlands: translation:
-----------------------------------------------------------

On Thursday, 21st December 2000, the national Dutch
newspaper Trouw (Christian in tradition, rather
moderate now) featured two articles (the first on the
front page; the second inside and rather sizable) on
International Boy Love Day.

--

_An International Day to Celebrate Boy Love_
[Big headline on front page]

AMSTERDAM -- This Saturday, the fifth International Boy
Love Day will be held: a day for boy-oriented
pedophiles.  A gathering will be taking place in
Amsterdam.

It is unknown where the gathering will take place.
There is talk about it on a Dutch Internet forum for
pedophiles.  The issue is whether participants should
be allowed to bring a young friend.  Last time, at
least one participant brought a boy of 12 along.  It is
feared that a child will out the identity of those
present.

Moreover, participants who have no boyfriend have a
hard time coping with the relationships of others.  I
would just be incredibly jealous and then my day would
be ruined.  Not everybody agrees.  Last time I went to
the IBLD without a boyfriend.  I stayed over at
Llewellyns and his boyfriend was also staying there.
It was terrific to see how he and his friend went
along.

There is information about International Boy Love Day
on an English-language site specifically devoted to
this day.  The idea came up at Safehaven, another
newsgroup for pedophiles, in the Summer of 1998.  The
day takes place on the first Saturday after each
solstice (21 June and 21 December).

According to the IBLD site, the day is a celebration of
caring and love.  Tribute is paid to the kind, loving,
and courageous men who have given over their lives to
the love, nurture, and mentoring of boys.  Somebody
writes: At the previous IBLD I knew almost nobody.  It
turned out to be a great day, for up till then (and
still), I had never been able to talk and be joyful
about boy love in daily life quite so openly and
freely.

It is a tradition to burn blue candles, accompanied by
a statement: I am a boylover.  I am not a molester, an
abuser, or a rapist who forces boys to submit to his
physical lust.  These are the false images that the
media would have you believe about boylovers, but these
are not me.  I love boys as I love life itself, and
would never hurt a boy or force him to do anything not
of his own choosing.  But there is a sickness sweeping
the world.  For decades now, I, and countless others
like me, have quietly endured persecution and lived
hidden lives.

Chairman C.  Canter of the pedophile association
MARTIJN says his organization is unconnected to the
day.  He does not know about a gathering in Amsterdam,
but he does know the day itself.

"I am enthusiastic about boy lovers getting together,
although I think a day like that categorizes one a bit
too much."  [Inaccurate quotation.  MARTIJN confirms
that the chairman did not refer to IBLD as
categorization, but to the word pedophilia.]

J. Mulder, who treats pedosexuals at the psychiatric
center De Waag, sees negative sides to such a day.  Its
more of a boy lust day.  There is no caring and love in
these men, but sex.  The equality between men and boys
is emphasized, but it isn't there.

(Also see page 17: _The AA for pedophiles_)

--

The second article, inside the paper, occupies more
than half a page and is accompanied by a large b/w
picture of a pair of boy-briefs and a computer mouse.
[AA = Alcoholics Anonymous].

_The AA for pedophiles_

-- but they keep drinking heavily

This Saturday, a gathering will take place somewhere in
Amsterdam on account of International Boy Love Day.  In
a social climate that is increasingly hostile towards
pedophiles, they are losing their social contacts.  The
Internet offers the best possibilities to get together
anonymously and exchange experiences.  According to
experts this could be beneficial, if only they would
renounce child sex.

Whatever the prevalent opinion on pedophilia may be,
think about having a sexual orientation that would be
loathed by your family, friends, and neighbours if they
knew about it.  And even if you wanted to get rid of it
if only to adapt you wouldn't manage.  In that case
you're leading a complicated life full of equivocation,
as [A] puts it.

[A] is a regular at [X], a sort of digital hangout for
pedophiles.  At work, with family, with friends, you
lead a life that you don't like in the least, he
writes.  Here, I don't even need to explain what
exactly it is that a pedophile feels and how he thinks
about it.  We all know that.  () We strive after the
acceptance of our feelings, but what if this is too
ambitious a goal?  () Last Sunday I heard someone say
that we are the Jews of this century.  As for the way
in which we are persecuted, I can get into that idea.
But its not a perfect analogy not yet.

These forums are used almost exclusively by
boy-oriented pedophiles.  On a similar forum the idea
for International Boy Love Day came into being.  Next
Saturday the IBLD will be observed for the fifth time:
a day to celebrate the relations between men and
children.

[B]: In my neighbourhood I am still known as a dirty old
man (), but the children regard me as a nice, sweet
man.  For a few months some young people have been
visiting my house again now and then.  First a young
Moroccan boy, but his mother no longer allows him to
show up.  () He did bring a lot of friends.  One of
them, an 11-year-old kiddo, has kept coming ever since.
() I don't touch them, but having them cavort about
makes me feel young.

The [X] forum is hard to find, but it is publicly
accessible on the Internet.  The importance of this
site to pedophiles is clear.  A visitor writes to the
webmaster: You managed to do something that no one has
ever been able to do: enrich my life with social
contacts.  I was in need of them.

Many pedophiles are isolated by their orientation.
Only a few have told their family about their true
feelings: A while ago, we had a lengthy discussion
about our parents, about whether we would or would not
tell them.

Now I have a very special bond with my mother, because
she knows about me.

It is really difficult for her.  She has no one to
discuss it with, which bothers her.  I have a study
group, she doesn't.

The men devote much time to analysing the meaning of
pedophilia.  Almost all of them agree that the relation
between a grown man and a boy under sixteen is
beneficial to both parties.  [A]: A pedophile is a he
or she who has feelings for children yes, there are
also sexual feelings, but they are on the child's
level.  Another: You don't seriously believe that, do
you?  () My sexual feelings are certainly different to
those of children.  And that is something I will have
to take into account, if ever I want to have sex with a
child.

Many of the participants in the discussion are in their
twenties and thirties.  Often when they were younger
they themselves had a relationship with an older man.
Yet they contest the idea, often emphasized by
scientists, that a child who has a relationship with a
man turns into a pedophile later.  A somewhat older
pedophile says, I am busy inspecting my past, and I can
only confirm that they [his boyfriends, ed.] have all
becomes heterosexual and have healthy relationships.

The news is watched closely.  Last summer's naming and
shaming action by the British paper _News of the World_
stirred a lot of emotion.  Hunting all pedophiles,
persecuting them, naming them is not wise, someone
writes, because it can lead to someone who has had sex
with a child perhaps, just perhaps, murdering the child
for fear of discovery.  I am absolutely not defending
such an act, but

All kinds of methods are devised to change public
opinion about pedophilia.  Amnesty International have
even been approached with the request to spread a
letter among the media.  But Amnesty's spokesman
answers, "Amnesty does not concern itself with
pedophiles, whether or not they have run afoul of the
law.  This is explicitly not stated in our statutes."

One participant thinks a new name might help: We need a
new word, a new brand name.  Homosexuals have known
this strategy for a long time, () now they are called
gay.  Gay in English originally meant merry, now it
means homosexual.  They decided so, and now the world
knows it.  Here comes the crux.  Which word are we
going to steal?  () Kindly is an English word meaning
gentle, amiable.  () I am kindly.  [Note: its a pun, as
'kind' is Dutch for child.] N. thinks its important to
know what possesses opponents such as feminists.  They
can be easily set against us by depicting pedophiles as
a danger to their offspring.  Its also problematic that
they like to see themselves as victims of incest.

In the seventies and eighties, the Netherlands Society
for Sexual Reform [NVSH] held meetings for pedophiles
that were rather popular.  Presently these groups are
languishing away.  Fear is growing and the Internet is
an alternative: A very intimate group where you don't
have to be afraid or careful to voice your opinion, and
where there used to be and still is a lot of mutual
trust!  From a dark brown pub in an old former school
building, or a pleasant old house in an age-old city
core, or a living room in an apartment building, to
this digital format.

The site of the pedophile association MARTIJN also has
a forum.  We started it to improve interaction among
our members, says chairman C.  Canter.  We publish a
magazine, but we don't do much apart from that.  With
the current climate, the majority of our members are
too afraid to get out and do anything.  Through a forum
they can have discussions after all, and seek support
if that should be necessary.  You cant say that a forum
replaces real-life contact; I would rather see people
with our type of feelings meeting each other in real
life.  But many more people can be reached through a
forum than through real-life meetings.

On the MARTIJN site, practical issues are discussed,
among others: how to receive the associations
periodical OK magazine when you live in a student
house?  Is it punishable to download images of naked
children to your computer from nudist websites?  Or:
you're attracted to children and you're only seventeen,
would people start to notice that already?

The forum Jongensliefde [Boy Love] is relatively new.
Just like the other forums, it is explicitly not meant
for the exchange of child pornography or any type of
erotica.  Links leading to these kinds of materials are
removed immediately.  There are other sites for that
which are known by the target group, or so the
argumentation goes, and moreover, the webmasters and
most participants know exactly what the law does and
does not allow.  One can use these forums to talk about
the things that are going on between you and your
boyfriend.

A participant: Well, my YF (young friend) X is no
longer a young friend now, but rather just a friend.
He turned 17 last week.  () But anyway, now I do miss
the special bond between BL (boylover, ed.)  and YF,
and I would like to have a 12-year-old boyfriend again.
And I've met a very sweet boy who looks so cute.  () So
what's the problem, you may ask.  Well, its like this:
the boy I'm talking about is the brother of X.  Another
participant: I for one have been a camp leader for a
few years and it greatly invigorates me.  You're in
touch with those children, they cavort with you, they
snuggle up against you.  I will never engage in sexual
contact with children.

A visitor of the MARTIJN site regularly visits friends
who have a ten-year-old son whom he really gets along
with.  Dilemma: should he inform h is friend about his
true feelings, thus running the risk that he will be
forbidden to ever see the boy again?  He fears he will
hurt the boy by hiding his feelings.

Not everyone thinks the relations are idyllic.  A
critical pedophile writes: For years I've seen boys
being treated like inflatable dolls and disposable
articles.  When they get a little too hairy or their
voice becomes a little too low, then its: okey dokey,
let's go for another one!  () Of course its all about
sex.  () When I see a handsome lad I immediately get
sexually aroused and I'm blown away.  In that sense I'm
just like a heterosexual who sees a sexy chick.

A number of participants on Jongensliefde are busy
creating an online help group for depressed boylovers.
Quite a few pedophiles are dejected.  [D] says on the
[X] forum: I'm immediately back into my depressive fit.
Is it still any use?  Why would we put in some
counterweight when nobody is listening to us anyway?
Why should I do anything anymore its no use anyhow?
[A] reacts to an article about a young, sad pedophile
who has died in a fire: The only thing befitting here
is silence Deep silence, so you can hear the buzz, the
buzz that can slowly drive you crazy.  The buzz that is
created by feelings of helplessness and dismay.  That
same buzz can become thunder, a thunder that will sound
devastating to your ears.  The thunder you can only
evade by closing your eyes, by stopping your breathing.
And then to finally, finally find that peace and quiet

Some feel they were born in the wrong body: As I'm
getting older, it seems to be getting harder and harder
to try and suppress that feeling.  () I want to be a
boy again!  () Do you also buy boys clothing sometimes
without realizing it, and would you love to prance
about in it?  Do you also feel like a little boy in a
mans body sometimes?  The feeling turns out to be
recognizable.  Somebody reacts: When I go to bed at
night and I look at my legs with so much hair on them,
sometimes it feels like they aren't mine, like I don't
want them to be mine.  One pedophile has taken some
dolls into his house out of frustration: I'm sitting
here with my child in my lap, because he takes the edge
off of life, and introduces some pleasant emotions
instead: this is better than medication.

Most of them don't see a reason to seek psychiatric
help, because in their opinion psychiatrists have a
fundamentally erroneous view of pedophiles.  L.  talks
about a well-known therapist for pedosexuals: I can
feel his hatred and contempt for sex offenders.  There
will be a time when scientists and therapists will
condemn his therapies with blushing cheeks.  Another: I
don t know if anyone in this forum has ever gone
through such a therapy.  It only consists of acting out
a play, and if you play well enough you are released.

Jules Mulder of the psychiatric center De Waag in
Utrecht is such a therapist.  We do get fooled
sometimes.  Pedophiles are used to leading a life
that's full of equivocation, and they are masters of
manipulation, he says.  He thinks there is a positive
side to the forums, because the participants provide
support for one another.  We also treat pedosexuals in
group sessions.  But the negative aspect of these sites
is that they are preaching to the converted.  Its a
kind of AA, but this one includes people who keep
drinking heavily.  Pedophiles have to be responsible
and admit that they harm children.  That's why De Waag
has its own site on which we say: okay, you're a
pedophile, that's tough, now you have to learn to keep
yourself from having sex with children.
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26th November 2000

_Professor calls for age-of-consent at age 14_

William Armstrong Percy III says that when he was 14,
he seduced a male soldier while traveling on a train.

"I never got enough sex with an older man.  I don't see
that I was harmed at all, except being deprived of not
having more," said Percy.  "I was already the
aggressor."

Percy, now 66 and a history professor at the University
of Massachusetts-Boston, is known for his disarming
bluntness on gay issues.  His own sexual experiences -
which he estimates number more than 10,000 -
contributed to his belief that the age of consent
between men and boys should be lowered to 14.

Currently, in states where homosexual sex is legal, the
age of consent is generally between 15 and 18.

Percy dresses Southern style, in bow ties and
three-piece suits.  He claims to own $4 million in real
estate in Boston's trendy South End, and says he votes
Republican - because he wants to see the estate tax
abolished.

But while he may dress and vote conservatively, Percy
is best known on the UMass-Boston campus as someone who
stirs up controversy.

He is currently working on a book called "Age of
Consent," which may feature a section written by an
experienced pederast who is affiliated with the North
American Man/Boy Love Association.  Percy doesn't
support NAMBLA because it advocates sex with
preadolescent boys, but said that some of NAMBLA's
members are "quite intelligent."

Percy has also authored a scholarly book called
"Pederasty and Pedagogy in Archaic Greece" and an
article titled "Pederasty in the Western Mind."  He
says his work isn't done just to get attention.

"Basically I think if it's not done with force, not
done brutally or anything, it's not necessarily bad for
teen-age boys to have an older boyfriend," Percy said,
citing the ancient Greeks and Romans as flourishing
societies in which those relationships were accepted
and, in some cases, encouraged.

UMass doesn't necessarily approve of his work, but nor
does the school condemn it.

The chairman of the school's history department, Paul
Faler, said Percy is not popular among the department's
faculty, but the department can't restrict Percy's
choice of scholarship.

"He loves to provoke people.  He says outrageous things
in order to provoke a reaction - and the more of that
the better - to spark controversy," Faler said.

Through his spokesman, UMass President William Bulger
said he was not familiar with Percy's work and declined
to comment on it.

Percy has also written a book called "Outing:
Shattering the Conspiracy of Silence."

In 1993, Percy offered $10,000 to anyone who could
prove that any Supreme Court justice, any living
cardinal, or any four-star officer on active duty in
any branch of the military was gay.  He never was able
to give away the money.

A native of Memphis, Tenn., Percy holds a bachelor's
degree from the University of Tennessee, a master's
degree in history from Cornell and a doctorate in
history from Princeton.

He spent a few years teaching at universities in
Louisiana and at the University of Missouri-St. Louis
before arriving at UMass-Boston in 1968.

Percy's teaching isn't focussed exclusively on gay
issues.  He does, however, integrate some of his
viewpoints into his teaching of ancient and medieval
history, especially when discussing ancient cultures.

"The ones who are shocked are ones with children in
between 11 and 15," Percy said.  "They just explode.
Because they're thinking, you see, of their own
children.  So I think that parents with children that
age should not be around to discuss this.  They're
unable to be rational about it."

Percy said he has never faced any repercussions for his
viewpoints at UMass, either from students or faculty,
but he believes his salary increases have been less
than they would have been had he kept his views to
himself.  After teaching at the school for over three
decades, he's not worried about anyone asking him to
leave.

"They can't get me out of here!  I have tenure!"  Percy
said.  "And all my relatives are Southern lawyers,
practically.  I'm very astute in the law."

Percy's classes stick mostly to traditional history
lessons.  But his occasional asides include his beliefs
that prostitution should be legal, and that Merovingian
kings, rather than dying from having too much sex, died
of alcohol abuse.

Percy says he's slowed down in recent years.  He has
been living with the same man for eight years in the
South End, and says the relationship is not exclusive.

He plans to write his memoirs, but says he hesitates to
publish them while he is still teaching because he is
"quite frank about all these manifold encounters."  For
now, he says only that the number is greater than
10,000.

His memoirs, though, will claim that he has had more
sexual encounters than anyone else has ever claimed in
print - more even than Wilt Chamberlain, who claimed in
his autobiography to have made love to more than 20,000
women.
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_ACLU asks judge to throw out Curley suit against
NAMBLA_

The American Civil Liberties Union has asked a
federal judge to throw out a $200 million wrongful
death lawsuit brought by the family of a murdered
Cambridge boy, saying that a group which advocates
sexual unions between men and boys has been
unconstitutionally "sued for their ideas."

The ACLU's court papers say the case raises "profoundly
important questions under the First Amendment" because
the North American Man/Boy Love Association is not
being sued for making any particular statements, but
simply for creating an "environment" that encourages
sexual abuse.

"What they don't like is what NAMBLA stands for," said
John Reinstein, legal director of the Massachusetts
chapter of the ACLU.  "They don't like their ideas or
the notion that someone else would have accepted them."

Robert and Barbara Curley of East Cambridge brought the
lawsuit against NAMBLA in May, charging that the
group's literature and newsletters incited Charles
Jaynes to kidnap and murder their 10-year-old son,
Jeffrey, on Oct. 1, 1997.  Jaynes and an accomplice,
Salvatore Sicari, were both convicted of murder in 1998
and are serving life sentences.

The Curleys won a $328 million wrongful death case
against Jaynes and Sicari earlier this year, but the
family's lawyer, Lawrence Frisoli of Cambridge called
it largely a moral victory since both men are
penniless.

In their federal suit against NAMBLA, the couple
alleges that hundreds of pages of the group's
literature found in Jaynes's possession after the
murder is proof that he was incited to sexually assault
and then kill Jeffrey Curley.

The ACLU's court papers, however, said the newsletters
and other NAMBLA materials, while they do contain
"photographs of boys of various ages and nude drawings
of boys," are protected speech under the US
Constitution and do not "urge, promote, advocate or
even condone torture, mutilation or murder."

"Examination of the materials that have been identified
by the plaintiffs will show that they simply do not
advocate violation of the law," said the ACLU's motion
to dismiss the case, which was made public yesterday.

"But even if that were the case, speech is not deprived
of the protection of the First Amendment simply because
it advocates an unlawful act," the motion states.

Frisoli could not be reached for comment yesterday.
The lawyer and the Curley family have made a number of
other allegations against NAMBLA in the lawsuit,
claiming that members of the group travel to Thailand
for sex with boys and network with other NAMBLA members
to find vulnerable children in this country.

The ACLU, on NAMBLA's behalf, has denied the
allegations and further argues in its court papers that
the Curleys have not even shown that they are relevant
to the case.

"There is no allegation in the complaint which would
connect these general allegations, even if they were
true, to the death of Jeffrey Curley," the motion
states.
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_Computer errors give thousands criminal records_

THOUSANDS of innocent people will be wrongly branded as
criminals when police records are released to the
public for the first time next year because of
"significant inaccuracies" in force files.

Elizabeth France, the Data Protection Registrar, has
warned Jack Straw, the Home Secretary, that a large
number of new certificates to be issued by the Criminal
Records Bureau could contain false information.

The certificates will be issued from next June, when
individuals applying for jobs must buy copies of their
own criminal records at a cost of about 10 pounds.
Employers can demand to see the certificates before
taking on an applicant.

Mrs France, however, believes that mistakes on the
police national computer and difficulties over
in-putting data could lead to many people being wrongly
branded as criminals and others having their records
mistakenly erased.

More than 15 per cent of criminal records could contain
significant errors, say officials.  An internal
Scotland Yard survey of the Metropolitan Police in
London last year showed some 86 per cent of records
were wrong in some way.

Phil Jones, Assistant Data Protection Registrar, said:
"Mrs France has written to the Home Office expressing
serious concerns that information held by the new
Criminal Records Bureau will contain inaccurate
information.

"Reports have suggested that a large percentage may not
be completely accurate, although much of the false
information could be minor, such as a comma in the
wrong place.  It could have serious consequences,
though, if someone is wrongly given a criminal record
or, perhaps even worse, if someone with a criminal
record is shown not to have one."

The House of Commons home affairs select committee is
so concerned about wrong information and hearsay on the
police national computer that it has arranged a special
hearing in February to take evidence about
inaccuracies, as well as other problems with the
bureau.

A report in London last year showed that 86 per cent of
entries on the police national computer in 15 police
areas in the capital were wrong in some way.  In
Vauxhall every file called up was found to contain at
least one error.  Legal experts said at the time that
people could sue the police for damages if their
records wrongly branded them as criminals.

--

_Top scientist says police put pressure on experts to lie_

EXPERTS are regularly bullied into fabricating evidence
by the police and lawyers, according to one of
Britain's leading forensic scientists.

Dr Zakaria Erzinclioglu, a senior research associate at
Cambridge University and the director of the Forensic
Science Research Centre at Durham University, claims,
in a book, that "new and unhealthy pressures" have been
brought to bear on forensic scientists because of the
pressure on police to secure convictions.  The result,
he says, is that he has witnessed 48 miscarriages of
justice in one year.

The allegations, made in his book _Maggots, Murder and
Men_, are being taken so seriously that Lord Justice
Auld is examining them in his review of the court
system and will report to the Lord Chancellor in
January.  Dr Erzinclioglu, who has worked on
investigations into murder cases for more than 20
years, is lobbying for an independent state-funded body
to administer the pay of forensic scientists.

At the moment they are paid by the lawyers using them
as witnesses - with the result, he says, that they are
encouraged to lie in order to satisfy their paymasters.
Dr Erzinclioglu said: "Forensic scientists should not
be subject to financial or emotional pressures and
their independence must be guaranteed and defined in
law so that, like judges, their neutrality and
objectivity can be upheld in every way.

"Unfortunately at the present time forensic science
evidence is paid for by people who are, by the very
nature of the system, biased, even if they are
sincerely trying to arrive at the truth.  Police
officers and lawyers are interested but not, with the
best will in the world, disinterested, parties."

Dr Erzinclioglu said that he has been pressurised on a
number of occasions by the police and lawyers to give
the evidence that they want to support their case and
because he refused he has not been employed by those
people again.

He said: "One solicitor asked me to make up an answer.
I know the kind of pressure the police bring to force
you into a certain kind of investigation and there can
be financial pressure for special witnesses to say
certain things because their livelihood depends on it.

"Each forensic scientist is a narrow specialist and he
needs all the cases that come his way, and if you fail
to satisfy a particular lawyer he is not going to
consult you again."

Dr Erzinclioglu said many of the so-called "experts"
brought in by the police and lawyers are charlatans:
"There is nothing to prevent a person who is totally
unqualified as a scientist from practising as a
forensic consultant."
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_Center for sex offenders still unconstitutional, says judge_

21st December 21 2000

Conditions are better at the state's McNeil Island
center for sexual offenders, but the center still fails
to meet constitutional muster, a federal judge ruled
yesterday.

While stating that the state was making progress at the
center, U.S. District Court Judge William Dwyer
declined to lift a 6-year-old injunction or to stop the
clock on a fine of $50 per day, per prisoner in the
Special Commitment Center.

The fine has accrued to more than $1.2 million and is
still climbing, but Dwyer said the state doesn't have
to pay -- yet.

The central issue in the long-running federal court
case is whether the center offers adequate mental
health treatment or simply continues to hold sex
offenders in an unconstitutional, open-ended prison
term.

Last year, Dwyer found the state in contempt of court
for failing to make court-ordered improvements.

Yesterday, Dwyer said the center still lacks adequate
funding and suffers from a lack of cooperation between
its ombudsman and facility managers.

"A continuing major flaw in the SCC program is the lack
of what experts on both sides have called light at the
end of the tunnel,' Dwyer wrote.  "Mental health
treatment, if it is to be anything more than a sham,
must give the confined person the hope that if he gets
well enough to be safely released, he will be
transferred to some less restrictive alternative."

The state lacks those opportunities, Dwyer found.

Attorneys representing the center's inmates declined
comment on the ruling, saying they had not yet had time
to read it last night.
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_McMartin preschool satanic abuse defendant Buckey dies_

18th December, 2000

Peggy McMartin Buckey, a key defendant acquitted in the
widely publicized McMartin preschool child abuse trial
of the 1980s, died in a Los Angeles area hospital, the
Los Angeles Times reported Sunday.

Paramedics found Buckey, 74, unconscious in her home
and she was pronounced dead Friday.  The cause of death
was unknown, the newspaper reported.

Buckey, her son Ray Buckey, mother Virginia McMartin
and six other people were indicted in 1984 on 115
counts of child molestation stemming from alleged
incidents at the preschool they operated in the Los
Angeles community of Manhattan Beach.

When the case finally ended in the acquittal of Buckey
and her son in 1990, she said: "I've gone through hell
and now we've lost everything."
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Before that other trial of the century came along, this
was the trial of the century.

For size, for price, for outrage and outrageousness,
you just couldn't beat the McMartin Pre-School case.
Seven years in the making (and unmaking), 208 counts of
child molestation right out of the pedophile's
encyclopedia, seven defendants, 41 children -- it was
the Cecil B. DeMille extravaganza of criminal cases.

On and on, through L.A.'s Olympic summer of 1984,
McMartin busted the tape with records of its own:
L.A.'s longest preliminary hearing (a year and a half),
its priciest prosecution ($13 million and change).
McMartin would chew up seven years, six judges, 17
lawyers.

It was unimaginable that within the bright rooms,
behind the kindly faces, dark things happened at the
Manhattan Beach preschool.  A secret cave for sexual
games (investigators couldn't find it).  Rabbits
butchered on a church altar (no traces of blood turned
up).  Airplane rides for in-flight molestations (no
records were found).  Strangers molesting children
(almost absurdly, children picked photos of actor Chuck
Norris and city Controller James K. Hahn).

As O.J. Simpson's trial would, McMartin sundered
friendships and family table talk.  Did they do it, or
didn't they?  Did the kids make it up?  Did the
investigators encourage them?

There were no convictions.  None.  Five of the seven
defendants didn't even go to trial.  Of the two who
did, Ray Buckey, the only man among the defendants, had
a hung jury in his first trial.  He had a hung jury in
his second trial.  There was no third trial.

The other defendant who went to trial was his mother,
Peggy McMartin Buckey, who died over the
weekend -- daughter of one defendant, mother of another
and a defendant herself.

No one won in this case: not the children, not
successive district attorneys, not the late Peggy
McMartin Buckey, in spite of her acquittal.  She spent
her life savings on attorneys.  One of them won a
slander case against one of her accusers.  She got a
dollar.

In 1983, the year a mother called Manhattan Beach
police to say her 2-year-old son had been molested at
his preschool, the baby boomers were well into their
own childbearing and a pediocracy was emerging, more
child-focused than even the boomers' parents had been.

Children were pure.  One didn't drink or swear around
them.  One certainly didn't spank them.  And the
unspeakable act of molestation -- children could not
lie about such things.  They could not make such things
up.

Of course children lie.  I lied.  We all lied.  We lied
about not eating cookies even as we had tollhouse on
our breath.  But we also lied for the pleasure of
creating our own reality -- our imaginary friend, our
dad's superhero strength, our magic car.

That was called imagination, and it was an enchanting
element of being a child, like believing that Santa was
real and your mom could fly.  If it were not part of
childhood, the author of the Harry Potter books would
still be a welfare mom.

But McMartin was different.  The animal sacrifices
could have come from some horror movie, but games like
naked movie star, and naked cowboys and Indians -- how
could they make this up?

I was new to my newsroom, but not to molestation
stories.  Three years before, I'd written about a man
wrongly convicted of molesting two boys.  The boys had
made up the story to get out of being punished.  The
parents went to the police, the police went to court,
the man went to prison.

His conviction was expunged after the boys confessed to
making it up.  It turned out that an investigator had
kept questioning the boys until she got the answer she
wanted, and then taped over what didn't help the case.

Call it manipulation or zeal, doing the wrong things
for the right reasons can be as corrosive as ignoring
the problem itself and hurting the very children we
seek to help.  When perspective gets lost, so does the
truth.  We see it in the drug wars, the zero-tolerance
policies that expel a Texas girl for having Advil, a
West Virginia boy for giving a cough drop to a friend,
but seem not to discourage cocaine smugglers from
trying to use a submarine to get their goods to market.

The victims of McMartin Syndrome cannot be counted:

The preschool students themselves, damaged perhaps by
sexual abuse and surely by the prosecuting of it.
Americans from the San Joaquin Valley to small-town
Tennessee, caught up in a decade of McMartin copycat
witch hunts.  Legitimate victims of abuse whose less
flamboyant truths were lost in the backwash of
skepticism about any such childhood horrors.

And McMartin is still making victims.  Every weeping
child who wasn't even born in 1983, who can't get a hug
from a teacher who is too afraid of being accused of
molestation, is one more victim of the McMartin
Pre-School case.
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_Just whose business is this?_

Late last month, Byron H[.] was acquitted of molesting
three children in his care at a daycare centre.  During
the proceedings, the Crown tried to use H[.]'s sexual
proclivities, which include cross-dressing, mild
sadomasochism and exhibitionism, to prove he was also a
child molester.

I can't figure out what any of those things have to do
with being a child molester and I don't understand why
the public should be privy to such private aspects of
this man's life.  Further, I think we tread in
dangerous territory when we start confusing sexual
preferences with evil and dangerous behaviour.

Lots of people cross-dress and I think most people
would agree there is a big leap between putting on a
pair of lacy underwear and molesting a child.

Similarly, many people practice sadomasochism, and it
is something that is normally done between consenting
adults.  The sadomasochists I know would be very
offended at the suggestion their fetish makes them
likely pedophiles.

As for exhibitionism, H[.] would masturbate while
driving along the Trans-Canada Highway to attract
women.  Gross, yes, but does it make him a child
molester?  Dr. Paul Fedoroff is a staff psychiatrist
with the Law and Mental Health program at the Centre
for Addiction and Mental Health in Toronto, and
assistant professor of psychiatry at the University of
Toronto.  He stresses that he cannot comment on this
particular case; however, he says, there is no one
cluster of characteristics that defines a sex offender,
nor is there any correlation between cross-dressing and
pedophilia.

There is one exception in the latter category:
infantalism, a specific type of cross-dressing in which
the person likes to dress as a child.  Even then,
however, these people are usually turned on by being a
child, not having sex with one.

Now, some people might think that cross-dressing,
exhibitionism and sadomasochism all fall outside the
norm when it comes to sex.  But Fedoroff is
uncomfortable with the idea that those kinds of
practices are linked with sexual offences.

He says most people who try to link unusual sexual
preferences with pedophilia rely on the research of
Gene Abel, a respected psychiatrist who did a series of
studies in the mid-1980s.  Abel concluded that if a
person had one sexual deviance or "paraphilia," they
were likely to average three such deviances.

The studies, he points out, might not be reliable
because they were conducted on sex offenders who were
given certificates of confidentiality, meaning that
they would not be turned over to the police, no matter
what they admitted.  To get the certificate of
confidentiality, the offender had to admit something.
The more they divulged, the better they looked in front
of their therapists.

Fedoroff also said: "Correlation does not equal
causality," meaning, for instance, that most sex
offenders are heterosexual males but most heterosexual
males are not sex offenders.  So even if most child
molesters were into S, that still wouldn't mean that
most S practitioners would turn out to be child
molesters.

Bringing up someone's sexual history in court seems
archaic to me and not dissimilar to using a victim's
character against him or her.

But given that we cannot be sure there is a
relationship between H[.]'s sexual proclivities and the
accusations, and, in fact, the prosecution failed to
prove any, I don't think I needed to know about it.
Once you are accused of molesting children, picking up
the pieces is pretty much impossible, even if you are
found innocent.

In this case, on top of being tarred with the
accusations he was found innocent of, Byron H[.] has to
face the fact that an entire nation knows about his sex
life, something that is actually none of our business.

-----------------------------------------------------------





World: security:
------------------------------------------------------------

_Stealth plan puts unique ID into every hard-drive_

20th December 2000

The next generation of computer hard disks is likely to
come with a "digital ID" built in.

The scheme envisaged brands each drive with a unique
identifier at manufacturing time.

If, as expected, the recommendation become part of the
disk industry's ATA specification, a unique ID will be
inside every industry-standard hard disk by next
summer, according to IBM.

It is understood there is fierce opposition to the plan
from Microsoft and its OEM customers.

_Talk techie to me_

Technical committees of NCTIS, the ANSI-blessed
standards body, have been discussing the incorporation
of content protection currently used for removable
media into industry-standard ATA drives, using
proprietary technology originating from the 4C Entity.
They're the people who brought you CSS2: IBM, Toshiba
Intel and Matsushita.

The proposals are already at an advanced stage: three
drafts have already been discussed for incorporating
CPRM (Content Protection for Recordable Media) into the
ATA specification by the NCTIS T.13 committee.  The
committee next meets in February.

However, what's likely to create a firestorm of
industry protest is that the proposed mechanism
introduces problems to moving data between compliant
and non-compliant hard drives.  Modifications to
existing backup programs, imaging software, RAID arrays
and logical volume managers will be required to cope
with the new drives.

The ramifications are enormous.  Although the benefit
to producers is great - bringing the holy grail of
secure content one step closer - the costs to consumers
will be significant.  For example, corporate IT
departments will be unable to mix compliant and
non-compliant ATA drives as they try to enforce uniform
back up policies, we've discovered.  Restoring personal
backups to a different physical drive - a common enough
occurrence when a disk has failed - will require
authentication with a central server.  Imaging software
used by OEMs and large corporates to distribute
one-to-many disk images will also need to be modified.

And the move casts a shadow over some of the hottest
emerging business models: the network attached storage
industry, which relies on virtualising media pools, the
digital video recorder market currently led by TiVo and
Replay, the nascent peer-to-peer model, open-source
and free software - all face technical disruption.

_How it works_

Today, CPRM is implemented on DVD and removable SD
disks.  But the SCSI and ATA/ATAPI proposals
incorporate an extension of the scheme to allow the
encryption to be used on hard drives, in addition to
removable drives and ATAPI devices such as CD-ROMs and
DVD drives.

The proposal makes use of around a megabyte of
read-only storage on each hard drive that isn't usually
accessed by the end user for a "Media Key Block".
According to research scientist Jeffrey Lotspiech of
IBM's Almaden Research Lab, this is a matrix of 16
columns and some 3000 rows.  A static "Media Unique
Key" in a separate, hidden area of the drive,
identifies the individual drive.  Making use of
broadcast encryption and one way key algorithms,
would-be hackers face a daunting number of keys to
break.  CPRM adds new commands into the ATA
specification.

But because the system makes use of the physical
location on the device of the encrypted item, software
designed for non-compliant drives will break in some
circumstance when encrypted data files are moved.

"It requires both drives to be compliant when data is
to move from one disk to another," says Lotspiech.
"And a compliant application to get all that data to
the new drive".

So a hard drive containing small individual containing
non-copyable files of say, Gartner reports, will
essentially be unrestorable using existing backup
programs.

Similar problems arise with RAID arrays using IDE
disks, acknowledges IBM.  "This may help IT managers
when auditing for copyright compliance," suggests IBM
spokesman Mike Ross.

However the decision to make an organisation CPRM
compliant.  Free copying is no longer an option:-

"It's not up to us to determine or guess what the
content provider might permit," says Ross.  "Nothing
will handcuff proper backup and restoring provided the
content provider permits it.  Some may not permit it -
but what will the customers reaction be then?"

Well, quite.  Clearly key management becomes an urgent
priority when CPRM-aware drives are introduced next
year, as CPRM-aware content will surely follow.  The
decision to go with CPRM in an organisation is also an
all or nothing proposition - it can't be introduced
gradually.

But for home users, the party's over.  CRPM paves the
way for CPRM-compliant audio CDs, and the free exchange
of digital recordings will be limited to non-CPRM
media.

It is understood there is fierce opposition to the plan
from Microsoft and its OEM customers.  Generating
hundreds of thousands of images each week, the PC
industry relies on data going from one master to many
reliably and smoothly.  Imaging programs face the same
problem as restore software: the target disk isn't the
same as the originator disk.  Microsoft Redmond already
has put in a counter-proposal that eschews low-level
hardware calls.

_Where were you when they copy-protected the hardware,
Daddy?_

The intellectual property is owned by the 4C Entity,
and administered by License Management International,
LLC - a limited liability company based in Morgan Hill,
California.  Company founder John Hoy said that "LMI,
LC holds no intellectual property.  Entities are
granted a master license."

Per-device royalties are payable to LLI, LC.  License
fees of between 2c and 17c have been mooted for each
device, according to documents circulated to the T.13
group.  5c is the current rate for a DVD device.

Three possible paths lie ahead.  CPRM may be bounced
out of the T.x committees.  Or manufacturers may choose
not to implement it, and opt for an incomplete ATA or
SCSI specification.  This is deemed unlikely.  Or
thirdly, manufacturers may choose to implement the new
command set, but not activate it.

Although it hardly has a prominent media profile - yet
- CPRM in hardware is the most comprehensive mechanism
for enforcing rights protection the industry has seen,
and is likely to be viewed by content producers as a
magic bullet.

Its progress depends on whether its proponents can
overcome industry, privacy campaigners and consumer
opposition.  Which might be brewing right about... now.

------------------------------------------------------------




Canada: security:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Supreme Court tightens standards on police wiretaps_

15th December 2000

OTTAWA - Wiretapping is a "highly intrusive" police
power to be used only in the absence of any other
reasonable method of investigation, the Supreme Court
ruled yesterday in a decision that tightens police
forces' authority to use electronic surveillance.

The 9-0 decision ends legal confusion over wiretaps.

The case arose from a mid-1990s cocaine bust.  The top
court rejected the reasoning, though not the outcome,
of a 1996 B.C. Court of Appeal decision that ordered a
new trial for the accused traffickers.  The B.C. court
ruled police needed only to prove that wiretapping the
suspects was the "most efficacious" method to penetrate
the group.

That standard was too lax, the Supreme Court declared
yesterday, adding necessity, not efficiency, must guide
police.

Judge LeBel said the court sought to strike an
"appropriate but often elusive balance between the
interests of the state and those of its citizens."

"Wiretapping is highly intrusive.  It may affect human
relations in the sphere of very close, if not intimate,
communications, even in the privacy of the home," he
wrote.

Citizens must be "protected against unwanted fishing
expeditions by the state and its law enforcement
agencies," he added.

-----------------------------------------------------------





USA: censorship:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_ACLU opposes library censorship_

18th December 2000

The American Civil Liberties Union said Monday it plans
to fight new legislation requiring all schools and
public libraries that accept federal money to use
Internet filtering software.  The law was quietly
attached to the federal budget bill and passed in an
eleventh-hour push by the lame-duck Congress to tie up
the year's loose ends.

The legislation will become law as soon as President
Bill Clinton signs the budget bill, which passed both
houses of Congress on Friday.

The ACLU's planned legal challenge will test
President-elect George W. Bush's administration's
palate for taking on the controversial issue since the
Bush Justice Department will have to defend the bill in
court.

The highly controversial bill was opposed by a
coalition of the ACLU, other civil liberties groups and
some conservative Christians.  The conservative
American Family Association of Michigan supports the
new bill; the groups efforts last winter helped inject
the Internet filtering issue into the Republican
presidential primary campaign.

The law mandates that Internet-connected computers be
equipped with software that is supposed to block or
filter out material deemed "harmful to minors."

But the law's critics say that such blocking software
is deeply flawed and provides a false sense of security
because it cannot block 100 percent of so-called
"objectionable" material.

"This is the first time since the development of the
local, free public library in the 19th century that the
federal government has sought to require censorship in
every single town and hamlet in America," said Chris
Hansen, a senior staff attorney for the ACLU.  "More
than 100 years of local control of libraries and the
strong tradition of allowing adults to decide for
themselves what they want to read is being casually set
aside."

This bill is the second time Congress has passed a law
seeking to restrict Internet-based content.  The U.S.
Supreme Court in Reno vs.  ACLU struck down an earlier
law, the Communications Decency Act, which was passed
as part of the Telecommunications Reform Act of 1996,
as unconstitutional.

--

15th December 2000

An anti-censorship group Peacefire
[http://www.peacefire.org] has released a program which
disables porn-filtering programs.

This software, which only works on personal computers,
is being released in response to the passage
[http://peacefire.org/censorware/alawon.12-15-2000.txt]
of a bill by the US Congress that requires the use of
blocking software in schools and libraries that receive
federal funds.

Peacefire.exe, which is available as a free download,
can disable popular Windows censorware programs, such
as SurfWatch, Cyber Patrol, Net Nanny, CYBERsitter,
X-Stop, PureSight and Cyber Snoop.  The program works
on all Windows 98 machines.

The group argues that it is acting on principle, and
that many sites such as those affiliated to human
rights organisation, Amnesty International, are blocked
by filtering software.  It makes the case that many
sites are blocked in error or for questionable motives.

-----------------------------------------------------------





Book note:
-----------------------------------------------------------

22nd December 2000

Philip Jenkins, distinguished professor of history and
religious studies at Pennsylvania State University and
author of _Moral Panic - Changing Concepts of the Child
Molester in Modern America_ (Yale University Press,
1998), is just completing an ambitious study of child
pornography.

-----------------------------------------------------------





Book review:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Paradise regained

_Voluptuous Panic: The Erotic World of Weimar Berlin_
By Mel Gordon.  Feral House, 267 pages.

A snapshot of Berlin between the world wars includes
nudist magazines devoted entirely to children;
glittering cabaret shows parading acres of sweaty,
perfumed female flesh; and an endless supply of cafes,
bars and private clubs catering to gay men,
transvestites, lesbians and sadomasochists.

Inflation is so rampant that the local paper currency
is good only for toilet paper.  Cocaine, morphine and
opium are peddled on every street corner.  And more
than 120,000 desperate women and girls of every age and
stripe sell their bodies for a pittance, including
mother-daughter prostitution teams and brazen
streetwalkers well into the third trimester of
pregnancy.

Such was the glory that was Weimar Berlin, a burg
American writer Ben Hecht called the "prime breeding
ground of evil."  Most are familiar with its reputation
as a crime-ridden sewer of frenetic debauchery through
period classics such as Fritz Lang's "M" and Josef von
Sternberg's "The Blue Angel," stage productions of
Brecht's "The Threepenny Opera" or screenings of Bob
Fosse's lurid, leggy movie musical, "Cabaret."
However, very few of our assumptions about that
decadent interwar wonderland are based on actual
documentation of Berlin's whorish past.  And most of it
has been filtered through the arid prose of academia.

Now with Mel Gordon's new tome, "Voluptuous Panic: The
Erotic World of Weimar Berlin," connoisseurs of carnal
excess have the next best thing to a time machine with
which to visit that era of blissfully morbid hedonism.

Drawing from his vast collection of pre-Nazi Berlin
memorabilia, Gordon, a professor of theater at
UC-Berkeley, has assembled an Encyclopedia Britannica
of Weimar smut.  This 267-page omnibus of
Babylon-on-the-Spree's demimonde is full of antique
pornography, guidebooks, magazine illustrations, board
games, photos of Rube Goldberg-like masturbation
devices and priceless ephemera from bygone restaurants
and pubs.

Gordon says his massive, wallet-busting collection
began as part of a job assignment from the Goethe
Institute, a program supported by the German government
to promote German language and culture.

"Back in 1994, I got a grant from them to do a cabaret
extravaganza in San Francisco starring Nina Hagen,"
recalls Gordon.  "I decided to do a real, three-ring
Weimar production based on the life of Anita Berber,
the great sex goddess/flapper of the age.  We had a lot
to go on, research-wise, except the visuals.  I went to
the library, and I was amazed to find nothing except
old George Grosz and Otto Dix paintings and some rather
tame photos which had been reprinted endlessly."

Gordon discovered that even the research done by
Hollywood types for "Cabaret" came up with little to
back the thesis that Weimar Berlin was the hotbed of
vice Christopher Isherwood depicted in "Berlin Stories"
(the book that inspired "Cabaret").  Could it be that
this fabled city of whores never existed?  That it was
all an invention of perverse intellectuals?  Gordon
began combing the antique shops of Germany and Austria
as well as those of Northern California, where a number
of Germans fled after Hitler's rise to power.  Soon he
went from having nothing to having more than 20,000
genuine Weimar Berlin relics.  Hagen's show was
history, and Gordon realized he had the makings of a
book on his hands.

Designed like a magazine with sidebars and lists,
Gordon's embarrassment of riches certainly lives up to
the title "Voluptuous Panic" -- a translation of the
Latin term "ilinx," which refers to a mixture of
ecstasy and terror.

"I thought that word summed up Weimar Berlin's unusual
sexual rush," says Gordon.  "It wasn't just sex the
way, say, the French would have enjoyed it, like a good
meal or music.  Rather, it was sex that was always
mixed with something else, like danger, power or
death."

Indeed, the sheer variety of odd sexual tastes Gordon
documents in "Voluptuous Panic" is astonishing.  For
instance, Gordon identifies 16 different types of
prostitutes, including "telephone girls," enormously
expensive child prostitutes ages 12-17 labeled "Marlene
Dietrichs" or "Lillian Harveys" according to their
physical attributes.  There were also so-called
minettes, who acted out S/M fantasies, and
"demi-castors" (French slang for "half-beavers"), young
women from good families who made extra cash by hooking
part time.

In tribute to the German mania for taxonomy, Weimar
Berlin boasted an equally diverse assortment of lesbian
and gay labels.  "Sugar-lickers" were night-time gay
pederasts, and "Breslauers" were men with large
penises.  Lesbians might be ultrafemme "madis," or
tuxedoed, highfalutin "dodos," and so on.  And there
seemed to have been countless nudists societies -- some
for libertines, some for health nuts and still others
with ties to political parties like the Nazis or the
Communists.

"Another thing which distinguished Berlin was the
popularity of transvestism," Gordon notes.  "There've
been transvestites in every culture and time, but in
Berlin they organized, they had special clubs and they
became an entertainment.  Strangely, the lesbians
identified with the male transvestites and the
homosexual men despised them.  The major organization
for gay men (the Militant Homosexualists) saw
themselves as supermale.  Transvestites were at the
bottom of their Nietzschean hierarchy."

Transvestism proved to be one of the main attractions
of Berlin's burgeoning sex tourism industry.  The
pathetic situation of the German mark ensured tourists
a real deal on the little boy or girl who'd caught
their eye, and, unlike other European capitals that
employed red-light districts for their sex industries,
Berlin had no red-light district, or real censorship
for that matter.  Indeed, it seems the entire city was
a red-light district.  According to Gordon, Berlin's
police commissioner even wrote articles boasting that
sex was the premier industry of Berlin, though Gordon
established that it was actually a respectable third
after finance and publishing.

A confluence of factors created Berlin's unique status
as the sex Mecca of Europe during the Weimar period.
Germany's recent defeat in World War I did its part,
encouraging general disillusionment and leaving behind
thousands of war widows in Berlin's populace of 4
million with no means of realistically supporting
themselves other than by prostitution.  Gone were the
Kaiser and the old morality, and in their place was a
new liberal republic.  And then there was the general
economic collapse and inflation.  In October 1923,
German currency traded at the astronomical rate of 4.2
billion marks to the U.S. dollar.  Gordon points out
that "the most exquisite blow job" to be had in Berlin
never cost an American tourist more than 30 cents.

Berlin even had its own urban myth to explain the
city's frenzied, oversexed atmosphere.  They ascribed
it to the Berliner Luft, the "amphetamine-like air" of
the city that made their hearts beat wildly at night
and reinvigorated them at dawn.

Whether or not Berlin's unique brand of decadence was
"in the air," there apparently was the feeling in
Weimar culture that anything goes.  A quote from Luigi
Barzini's social memoir, "The Europeans," used by
Gordon in the book, illustrates this point particularly
well:

"I saw pimps offering anything to anybody, little boys,
little girls, robust young men, libidinous women,
animals.  The story went around that a male goose of
which one cut the neck at the ecstatic moment would
give you the most delicious, economical, and
time-saving frisson of all, as it allowed you to enjoy
sodomy, bestiality, homosexuality, necrophilia and
sadism at one stroke.  Gastronomy too, as one could eat
the goose afterwards."

But if "Voluptuous Panic" enhances Weimar Berlin's
reputation as a 20th century Sodom and Gomorrah unlike
any other, its author does take issue with the popular
notion that the era's dissolution led inevitably to the
rise of the Nazis and Hitler's appointment as
Reichschancellor in 1933.

"The reality is that Hitler came to power for all kinds
of magical reasons.  Hitler's nationalist partners
brought Hitler into government to humiliate the Nazis
and prove they couldn't govern, and the opposite
happened.  If you look at the week-by-week or
day-by-day description of how the Nazis came to power,
it had nothing at all to do with the social life of
Berlin.  It had to do with all these economic factors
and political maneuverings that even the Nazis couldn't
foresee," Gordon says.

"It was important to me to examine this idea that
decadence leads to fascism," he continues.  "It's a
very puritanical American equation, that if you have a
good time there's some awful aftermath.  But it's
factually and historically not true.  At the time, no
one made the connection, and no historian has shown
this to be the case."

Still, Gordon concedes that as the Nazis consolidated
power, they grew more reactionary and moralistic.  And
though it took some time (whorehouses were still
operating during the 1936 Berlin Olympics, says
Gordon), the Nazis eventually crushed every last
vestige of Berlin's vast sexual playground.  Even if
Weimar Berlin's excesses did not lead to the
establishment of the Third Reich, Hitler's government
in the end did away with that German El Dorado
"Voluptuous Panic" so lovingly re-creates.

--

Michael Davidson - from 'THE WORLD, THE FLESH AND MYSELF'

And then I met Werner.  I had, of course, surveyed the
city's [Weimar Berlin] swimming-baths; and most
afternoons was going to those in the Barwaldstrasse,
somewhere in the wilderness beyond Hallesches Tor.  And
there one day, naked beneath the showers, I found the
most beautiful person I'd ever seen.  [...] Ivory white
skin, parchment pale, with a fervent mouth and huge
sable eyes, full of black fire; a mass of romping black
hair, thick and lively as a bear's, and the figure of a
Gemito fisherboy [Vincento Gemito (Italy, 1852-1929)]
It didn't surprise me to find that his face had been
chosen from all over Germany to go on the cover of the
magazine of the Socialist Labour Youth - whose blue
blouse and red scarf he wore.

But, I quickly found, it wasn't only his face that was
intoxicating; it was a glittering personality and the
incomparable friendship that he gave - in his magic
company differences of age, culture, language,
vanished: he made me his equal and partner.  'Was ist
mein ist Dein', he pronounced early on; and that
remained his rule for the next few years - what was his
was mine: he would share, when I was broke, his last
cigarettes; and gave to the last drop his love and
loyalty.  I had found at last the 'divine friend much
desired'; if one of us was to be faithless it was I -
not he.

Before I knew what was happening, that first day, I'd
been swept onto the back of his bicycle and was
whirling down the Friedrichstrasse - to a 'shwules
Lokal', one of those 'queer' bars whose discreetly
blacked-out facades proclaimed out loud their nature,
where we drank cognac.  He was not yet 15.  Then, from
the homosexual bar, he bicycled me back to his home in
the Zimmerstrasse and introduced me to his mother.

We must have been an astonishing sight, Werner and I:
roistering around Berlin with our arms round each
other's necks; both with long bare legs and open necks;
singing 'Wanderlieder' or socialist songs, drinking a
great deal, embracing and spooning in public places and
generally behaving outrageously - I skinnily ugly and
30 years old; he dazzling in looks, with that
astonishing head and face in which the angelic and the
demonic were tantalisingly blended.

------------------------------------------------------
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'Brian' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

'Bandersnatch' wrote:

>Monday 1, 11.25am - 1.20pm ITV

>The SECRET GARDEN (1993, US) Young orphan Mary Lennox
>(Kate Maberly) returns from India to live in her
>uncle's house, where she finds a sickly boy and a
>mysterious walled garden.

I'd like to recommend the IMAX documentary "Mysteries
of Egypt" for GL's wanting to see more of Kate.  It's
showing occasionally here in Auckland.  There's one
scene where the IMAX camera looks up at her while she's
sitting high up on a Pyramid and you almost get a'
panty shot'.

Aside: Does anyone know of a web-page for a girl called
Roberta who achieved fame in Brazil as a Lambada dancer
at the age of 10 around 1989?  She's appeared in
several magazines over the years wearing the skimpiest
bikini I've ever seen.

'Brian'
-------------------------------------------------------





'?' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

'Arktoi', I'm sorry to hear about your troubles with
your wife.  In addition to Ianthe's excellent advice, I
would stress getting a Post Office Box that your wife
doesn't know about.  Several years back my wife ruined
her own credit rating, then took out a credit card in
my name without my knowing!  She also would charge
things to my other cards, by opening the bill when it
arrived in the mail and making telephone orders.

By the way, Wal-Mart is an excellent place to
'little-girl watch' here in the States!

'?'
-------------------------------------------------------




'Delglish' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

I have not written for a long time and I thought it was
time to say Hi again to the group.  I am a 49 year old
divorced man that has loved preteen little girls for a
long time.  I have three children.  Two girls and one
boy.  Never was attracted to my own girls, but loved it
when they brought over their friends.  I want so much
to have a little girl to love but I just look at
pictures.  That seems to be the closest I can get to
what I like.  Seeing a little girl naked.  I know that
may be bad but I don't know what else to do?  I have
such a strong desire that I do not know if it will ever
be fulfilled.  It seems my whole life revolves around
thought about sweet little girls.  And how I want a
little girl to love and make love to.  I have always
wondered why we (little girl lovers) don't have a group
like the boy-lovers do?  NAMBLA?  They are very vocal
and maybe we need something like that?  I don't know,
but I would love to know others that have the same
desires that I do but I do have all of you.  So I hope
I did not ramble to much.

Thanks for listening.

'Delglish'
-------------------------------------------------------




'Humbert II, A New One' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------

More correspondence from my friend.  I forwarded your
responses on to him, and as always, he appreciates
them:

--

I want to thank you for the replies regarding my
dilemma.  The wisdom and experience you have provided
was appreciated.  In particular, the advice that I
'should not look a gift horse in the mouth' and that I
seem to have found what so many on this list would love
to, a receptive, aware nymphet.  Over the holidays
there have been several opportunities for my angel to
stay over.  The first time, I tried to make sure that I
would be out of the house, away until late.

Unfortunately all of my plans fell through.  I sat at
home, drinking and smoking and contemplating my fate.

After watching a movie, my angel and my significant
other returned.  I was determined to avoid my angel,
she was doubly determined to engage me.  I had gone out
front to enjoy my beer and a cigarette in peace, and
she determinedly followed me.  She pestered me to stop
both, physically trying to remove my cigarette and
trying to spill my beer.  She actually got her thumb
over the opening of the bottle and shook it, letting it
spray out, covering her hand and mine in beer.  I
chastised her, that the last thing I needed was her to
smell like beer when she went back inside.  She didn't
seem to care much what I thought.  I put down the beer
and wrestled her, good naturedly, respectfully.  There
was still that familiar tension, but I felt like I was
behaving correctly, that if she was flirting, if I was
flirting, it was well, well within the bounds of
acceptable, even encouraged and "adorable" behavior.

Do we love each other?  Can anyone with eyes see that?
At moments like these, I think that no one can deny
this.  I don't think anyone could possibly object,
either.   Later that evening, my significant other and
my angel had gone to bed.  I stayed up, working on my
computer.  Shortly after everyone had settled down, I
heard footsteps on the stairs, then down the hallway.
My siren appeared, asking me if she could play a game.
She said she had cleared it with mission control, and
had until 11:30.  I said fine, and set up a game.  We
played for awhile, until maybe 11:45, and I told her
she should go to bed.  She refused, claiming a lack of
exhaustion.  Perhaps we could watch some TV?  Weak
authority model that I am, I caved in immediately.

Into the television room, where my siren kicked off her
sneakers, plopped onto the couch, stretching her legs
out, resting her feet on my lap.  I rubbed her feet,
per what has become our regular program.  She
luxuriated in the attention, as usual.  Unusual,
though, she tossed and turned, fidgeted, as if unable
to get completely comfortable.  Finally, on her side,
almost on her stomach, she watched television as I
rubbed her feet.  As I rubbed her ankles and her shins,
she slowly made her way down the couch toward me,
moving her legs apart.  I honestly didn't notice at
first, until I looked down and she had scooted almost
onto my lap, my hands massaging the front of her thighs
and the back of her thighs near her knees.  All "safe"
distances from any suspect touching.  What made me
notice was that as she moved her way down the couch, as
I rubbed her legs she was grinding her hips
rhythmically into the couch.  She wasn't quite
masturbating, but she was certainly moving sensuously,
she was obviously aroused, breathing heavy.  I stopped
and she stopped, looking up at me.

"I am afraid," I said to her, unable to find any better
words to describe what I was feeling.  Without a pause,
without hesitation, she responded, "Don't worry, I
promise I won't tell this time". My heart lurched.
My mouth was dry.  There it was, laid bare and made
clear.  How does one respond to such frank, blunt
honesty in this situation?  I have a much clearer
understanding now, and I am trying to see out into the
future, something that has been very hard for me in the
past.  In addition to my little affliction, my deviant
desires, I also seem to have horrible
compulsive/impulsive tendencies.  Act now, think of the
consequences later, much like a certain high profile
American politician.  And with this young lady, it has
already caused one scandal for me that could have had
potential to ruin my life.  Here we are again, now, and
society expects me to be a mature, responsible, decent
fellow.  To gently but firmly tell her no, under no
circumstances can this happen.  That her first
experiences of this nature should be clumsy efforts
with a boy her own age, a boy who is not gentle, is not
mature enough to be sensitive and loving, a boy who may
very well break her heart, as well as ruin her first
experiences.  A boy that will almost certainly be more
concerned with his own needs than with hers.

I think, as a young boy, exploring with young girls near
my age, I was always sensitive and gentle - but, I was
also prone to typical, adolescent boy behavior.  If my
guy friends were around, I acted like an ass, treated
my girlfriends indifferently or worse.  As far as
physical exploration, well, I was inexperienced and
clumsy.  I may have been better than the average boy,
but ah, there is the rub.  I was an example of a GREAT
boy to discover yourself with, and I was still not very
good.  I know almost ALL of my friends were worse, and
can only think of one or two that may have been better
(and at least one of them was probably a latent
homosexual).   I know I love this girl,
unconditionally.  I know I will do anything for her,
unquestioningly.  I want to protect her, guide her,
teach her, cherish her and idolize her.  But can I risk
sacrificing my own self for her?  This is a topic I
have touched upon before.  Where I have failed to risk
my own self in the past, I have actually seen a young
girl take her OWN life.  Her release was my failure, my
scar, my lasting trauma.  I cared deeply for that girl
and could not express it openly for fear of public
response.  I love this girl a million times more.  How
can I be in this situation?   But in the past I had
less to lose.  My freedom, my significant other, my
affluent lifestyle.  Now I have a family.  I have a
responsibility I have not in the past.

The next time she was over, again she elected to stay up
late with me, she specifically requested this option.
Again, sensuous, foot massage as we watched television.
More restraint on my part, my caution about where my
hands were.  I think more restraint on her part as well,
although still somewhat aggressive.  Shortly thereafter
I tucked her in, rubbed her feet, and wished her
good-night.  As I left, I bent down to kiss her on
her forehead and whispered, more to myself than to her,
"I wish I knew what you wanted from me".  As I
prepared for bed, she came down the stairs, asking for
something to drink.  I prepared this for her, and led
her back up to bed.  Tucked her back in, and again
massaged her feet.  She made no illusions about what it
was that she wanted from me, this time.  I asked her if
I should stop, she shook her head.  I wanted
clarification, should I continue, she responded, "yes".

On her most recent visit, as we drove back from a
public event, she sat in the back seat, while my
significant other slept in the passenger seat, next to
me.  I glanced back as I changed lanes several times,
and in each case, my siren attempted to make eye
contact with me.  The first time, I felt bad, because
it was obvious she had hoped I was looking back at her,
not merely changing lanes.  On each significant lane
change, I made certain to let my gaze linger and smile.
The tension that built up was unbearable, thick,
electric, immediate and intense.  I felt as if time has
suspended, as if I could hear her thoughts in my head
like telepathy.  I tried to get a hold of myself and
shake off these erratic thoughts, but I felt almost
drugged, like my thoughts were filtered through a
thick, dark syrup.  It seemed to me as if she was
physically sinking into her seat with each backward
glance, jutting her legs, her hips, toward me, reaching
out toward my touch.  I cannot begin to describe how
palpable and immediate this sense was.  It was as if
her desire were actually singing out to me like the
siren I say she is.  I was having trouble focusing on
driving.  The car felt tropical, sultry, charged.  I
wanted to drop my hand back and at least caress her
leg, but I kept telling myself it was just my
imagination, just me projecting my own fantasies.

When we arrived home, as we got out, she complained
about the car, that she didn't like it.  Specifically,
the way the design preventing me from draping my
arm back, as I had been able to do so in my previous
car and preventing her from placing her leg there,
where I might caress it.  While she did not
elaborate to this level of detail, she specifically
said that she didn't like the center design, that it
was in her way.  She also made an excuse about sliding
down lower into the seat as we drove.  I missed both
of these clues at the time, only realizing later the
next day what her comments had meant.  It was not just
in my head, her desire WAS the same as mine during the
ride home.  She WAS willing me to reach out to her.
She felt embarrassed when I did not, because she
thought she had been physically OBVIOUS in her attempts
to reach out to me.  Because of this, she made an
excuse.  At the same time, she couldn't help but voice
her exasperation at the design of the auto, which
impaired her ability to make her desires known.  Of
course, at the time she offered these statements, my
mind was still humming like high frequency electrical
current, overwhelmed by the sensory overload that I had
experienced on the drive back.  I can only think of one
way to describe it.  The attachment was spiritual, it
transcended normal human communication.  I'm not a big
Shirley McClain psychic-fruitcake kind of person, but
that was EXACTLY how it felt.  I dismissed the feeling
IN the car because it was such a fruitcake notion that
I couldn't buy into it.  But looking back, it seems
more reasonable that this WAS the case than that it was
not.

Again, she insisted that she would like to stay up
and watch television with me.  Again, the shoes came
off, the feet landed on my lap.  I rubbed her feet, she
responded.  Shortly I encouraged her to get ready for
bed.  She did, and I rubbed her feet again until she
nodded off.  As usual, I displayed incredible restraint
and maintained contact that society would find
acceptable.  As she seemed to nod off, I finished
rubbing her feet and calves.  I bent over and gave her
a tender peck on the lips.  As I pulled away, she
turned her head toward me, and leaned forward, kissing
me again, and again, and again, as her arm reached out
around my neck, pulling me toward her mouth.  She held
on tightly and kissed eagerly and urgently at my mouth.
Shortly I felt her tongue brush my lips, my slightly
parted lips, and flicker across my own tongue.  Oh what
a tender, soft pleasure it is passing through the gates
to hell.  How would I pull myself away from this with
sensitive yet firm resolution?  What kind of animal
stuck in the trap have I become, contentedly gnawing at
the cheese though the device has broken my back.  She
pulled firmer, pushed herself harder, her breathing
quickened as we raced headlong and embraced for the
edge of the cliff ahead.

I once read a story on alt.erotica.moderated. It was a
story of a man molesting a woman.  I do not remember if
it was a child or an adult.  The stunning thing about
the story, the part that spoke out to me, was the
perspective.  It was the perspective of the predator, and
how warped it was.  We saw that the criminal was so deluded
he could convince himself that his victim WANTED his every
action.  I've thought about this story often, and often
worried about my own ability, our own ability as a
group, to behave in this way, to live a delusional lie
and see things only from our perspective.

This was NOT THAT WAY. I'm not saying that I did not enjoy
her advances on a certain level, only that my terror, my
fear, was far greater and that I felt no ability to
control the situation once it was to this point.
Again, I was a gentleman in all other ways during this
activity.  But the repercussions are so damning, so
irrevocable, so final.  I am so confused. What are
the logical arguments, that this girl is testing limits
and WANTS me to define boundaries, that this is my
responsibility as an adult?  I don't buy this, from my
personal perspective.  If I had only had enough balls
when I was her age, I would have gladly consented to a
relationship with a MUCH older girl, or even woman.  If
I had tried and been rejected, I think it would have
stunted me.  But maybe I'm not typical.  Of course, by
all indications, neither is my siren.  These are
moments of heaven, of magic, when I am just holding her
hand, caressing her back, rubbing her feet, playing
with her hair, tracing my finger along her face.  She
certainly makes me complete, my true, forbidden soul
mate.  And I was wrong, as she grows older, she seems
to raise the bar of my preference.  She *is* my
preference at 5, at 7, at 75.  Life is cruel.  What a
sordid mess.

--

'Humbert II, A New One' returns:

Finally, reading the list lately, and as far as telling
stories and then just letting readers hang, two things
occur to me... One, [this happens because] it isn't EASY
to get time to risk our necks writing to ASGL-L, for many
of us. Second, writing these stories might lead oneself
to find oneself in a position where one was UNABLE to
correspond further with ASGL-L.

Why not post tales of experiences?  Well, the risk is
significant, isn't it?  It doesn't take much for the
story to become a "confession".  We must always
remember, there are very bad men out there, who want to
hurt us very much.  They have small minds, and see
things only one way, in terms of Right and Wrong.  They
have a perfect mentality for what they do and certainly
serve their purpose in our society, but they are NOT
our friends.  From their perspective, we are simply
wrong.  We should be put away at the very least,
possibly put out of our misery.  These people, these
bad people, don't understand that there may be loving,
caring, concern going on here.  This kind of talk makes
them want to vomit, it makes them want to pull out
their nightsticks and beat our sick, twisted, fucking
skulls in just to shut up our insane babblings.  They
keep a special place in their hearts for us, the same
place where they drum up their hatred for cop-killers,
child-murderers, and other members of the most deviant
members of society that you could think of.  There is
nothing we will EVER do to convince them that they are
wrong.  They can't separate the shades of gray that
might be involved here.  The good guys never do
anything bad, the bad guys just can't do anything good.
And sure, it might ruin families, it might ruin the
lives of everyone involved, but these men only do this
for OUR OWN GOOD.  It is for our own good that we
should be thrown in a cell with violent criminals who
HATE our kind as much as the police do.  It is for the
good of our victims that they are forced to accept that
they were victimized, that they were abused, that we
are not trusted friends but evil predators.  That we
did not make them feel good, we harmed them.  That is
why it isn't a great idea to post any real detailed
explanations of your activities, in my opinion.

I forward the stories from my correspondent, above,
because, well, I have no idea who he is, or how to get
ahold of him.  Kind of safer that way, for him.  I
might end up harassed, with my life ruined, because of
it, all for nothing.  But, I'm sure that would only be
done for MY OWN GOOD, as well.

'Humbert II, A New One'
-------------------------------------------------------





'Sanctuary' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

From the news:

>In July last year a school in Yorkshire asked parents
>not to video their children during sports day for fear
>paedophiles would get hold of the images.

And do what with them?  Merely having an image in the
public view is no guarantee that those represented will
be stalked or molested.

--

>A rent boy who consented to sex acts for money with a
>paedophile as a child has lost the latest round of a
>landmark legal battle for compensation.

It is good to see that the courts are recognizing that
the potential for compensation is producing many false
claims.  I hope that this decision spills over onto the
police force.

--

>OTTAWA - Wiretapping is a "highly intrusive" police
>power to be used only in the absence of any other
>reasonable method of investigation, the Supreme Court
>ruled yesterday in a decision that tightens police
>forces' authority to use electronic surveillance.
>
>The 9-0 decision ends legal confusion over wiretaps.

Why is there this apparent dichotomy between the courts
and the police?  I thought that both agency's aims were
to see that justice is done.  The police seem
interested more in convictions rather than in arriving
at the truth.

'Sanctuary'
-------------------------------------------------------





'Easy Rider' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

In my last post I wrote:

> I mean there are what, 600 people on this mailing list?
> How many contribute?  25?  That means 11 out of 12 say
> nothing.

I estimated *three hundred*, not six hundred to be on
this list.  Ianthe changed my number to 600 for
accuracy's sake, but he failed to change the ratio.

  [ Sorry :) ]

Before you pedants out there start moaning about my
math, let me recalculate.  I went back to 30th Sept and
counted.  There are about 30 different posters.  Let's
assume for argument that another 10 post sporadically.
That means 14 out of 15 are sitting back and being
entertained.  Maybe they have no real-life stories and
no opinions.  I don't know, but I am starting to think
it's time to quit the scene and go into a lurking mode
myself.

--

First though, I must address this:

'Yuri' wrote:
>The problem is that young people can be put in a position
>where they have no way out of the exploitative situation, for
>example a teacher sleeping with a student and threatening
>failing the student if they try to get out of the situation.

When teachers get into a room with young girls,
sexuality is not totally absent.  Why should it be?  It
is as much a part of a person as intellect.  Sometimes,
especially in high school situations, a relationship
can develop that goes beyond the normal bounds.  This
is hardly exploitation.  Although it is dangerous for
everybody, I would imagine that that feelings between
the parties could be as real as any feelings between
males and females under any circumstances.

Sure, I know the reason for the law, but it is pretty
weak.  Real exploitation is when someone is truly under
the thumb of a person in authority, as in a group home
situation, or an incarceration situation, or even a
parent-child situation.

Teacher: "Kim, I love having sex with you.  I am
addicted.  If you dare tell anyone, I will fail you."

Kim: "Teach, you are one funny guy.  If you  fail me I
will tell the cops we had sex and you will end up in
jail where you will be provided, free of charge, with a
new, larger asshole.  In addition, you will never teach
again or get any job where a background check is
necessary.  In short, your life as you know it, will be
over.  In fact, I may just tell anyway, because I find
you are old and boring and my mommy says old guys like
you who like kids like me are perverts.  So fail me, I
dare you."

Now tell me: Who is _really_ in charge here?  The
greater danger seems to be the possible exploitation of
a teacher by a girl who doesn't like him.  Maybe the
law-makers ought to be sitting down and crafting some
protections for teachers instead.  Three or four times
a year I hear on the news that some teacher resigned
and is under investigation re. stuff like this.  You
never hear anything about lying kids, whose lies have
hurt someone and who get away scott-free because they
"are just kids and don't know any better."  As much as
a teacher might like lg's, he should keep his hands off
them if for no other reason than his own protection.

That's all folks.

'Easy Rider'
---------------------------------------------------------------





'Loner' writes
---------------------------------------------------------------

Hello 'Easy Rider',

Yeah, I am one of the eleven, no excuses except I don't
have time to read ASGL-L anymore.  Today I do because
my GL has left, oh boy, what a 'one-way street' it was,
but I had a good time.  She is 9.  Father out of a job
for 9 months, mother expecting.  Sell house, they must
move end November, Father gets job middle November.
They move 30 k's away.  I enjoyed my platonic
relationship with her.  She was sent to borrow things
from me.  Her brother (sometimes) brought it back,
except if it was money.

Ah well, cried my heart out the night she left.
Everybody else stays away from this funny old man who
keeps on looking at the youngsters.

BTW, 9 year old's DO get jealous :-) She was VERY
worried that the 10 year blonde would take her place on
my shopping trips.

Regards,

'Loner'
---------------------------------------------------------------






'Desire' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

It has been long since I last wrote.  Very long.  Much
too long.  Over a year in fact.  Well, here I am again,
after a quite sad year, but ready for a new high point
soon!

When I last wrote, I was at home ill because of stress.
Things got even worse, but luckily I could stay over at
my parents' when they really reached the bottom.  In
the end, it took over half a year before I was working
full days again, or at least before I did so
officially.  Since around May things got well, but I
had a bad 'drop back' in late September, when my contract
finished and I got over-stressed again from the
paperwork needed for getting unemployment benefit.
Took me about two months to get out of that again.  I
am back to normal now, but still have angry or
depressed fits, they just are not as severe and lasting
any more.

Also, one year ago I wrote that the parents of my
landlady's granddaughters had discovered my feelings,
and wanted me to get out.  I did so a few months later,
and now have an apartment of my own.  On the one hand,
it is nice to have about four times as much space as I
used to, on the other hand, I sometimes do feel
terribly alone.

More happy news comes from my holidays.  Each holiday I
spend with a group of people sharing a hobby of mine,
each year in another place in Europe.  This year it was
in Germany.  One day, when I had little to do, I saw a
girl sitting, and sat opposite her.  She was Romanian,
I will call her Marcela on this list.  She was (I
think) 8 years old.  I did 'mirror game', and soon we
were playing a lot, tag-like games.  Her father was
also very positive - once she came running along, and
noticing me he said "Oh, it's you, then it's okay".  To
be honest, I did not really agree - the place he was
was not a place for running.  He was with a friend, who
was the (female) teacher of Daniela, who I had a (too
short) bit of fun with two years earlier.  They both
reacted very positively on me, so I guess I must have
done something right.  :-)

Via Marcela I also got into contact with Ella, a 4
years old Hungarian she had befriended, and truly one
of the most beautiful girls I have ever seen.  There
was also Tibor, Ella's 2 year old brother.  It was
wonderful, being together with the kids.  To add some
spice, Bea (10?), who I had met the year before also
came along a few times.

To be honest, Marcela grew rather cold towards me later
on.  Her father and their friend were very nice to me,
but she seemed to be much less interested.  Did I do
something wrong or was she getting enough of me?  Or
was it just that she simply were tired, and therefore
not interested in playing?  I don't know.  I did not
get sad about it at all, because at the same time Ella
and Tibor were getting more and more close to me.

Their mother was very friendly too.  A wonderful memory
is of me laying on my back in the grass, knees upward.
Ella sat down on my belly, laying her head against my
knees, and I slowly rocked her.  It did not last the
eternity I would most have liked, but still very long
for such a young girl, I estimate it at almost half an
hour.  And she even called me papa...

A few weeks after I had returned home, I got a letter
from their mother, very enthusiastically thanking me
for playing with her kids, and asking me to come and
visit them some time.  I sent her a letter back, and
since then we have had much email contact.  I now have
made an appointment to visit them for a week soon.
Both I and the mother are very much looking forward
to it.  And if Ella has been told, I am sure she will
be too.

--

A fragment from a letter from the mother (Gerard in
this piece replaces my real name):

Thanks a lot for your kind words.  In [Germany] my
children looked very happy.  As you wrote Ella said
"Papa".  Yes, it was you.  Not only Ella but also Tibor
called you "Papa" several times.  But I was ashamed of
what they said.  I thought that nobody wanted to be
called "Papa" except the real father, so I stopped them
to call you "Papa".  But you are different from others.
After coming back from Berlin, Tibor looked for you for
some days.  He could not ask exactly.  He asked "Where
is?"  or sometimes "Where is Papa?"  I asked him "Who
are you looking for?"  "What do you mean?"  "Who is
your Papa?"  "Which Papa are you looking for?"  etc...
He did not answer and still looked for you.  After that
he stopped looking for you.  He understood that you
were not here.  From [x]th to [x]th my husband was in
[A].  I opened a map and showed where we were.  I
showed [B] in the map, then [A] and then [my city]
When I said that Gerard was living there, in [city],
Ella said "I want to go to Gerard's house tomorrow!!"
I answered "me too!"  Then she asked me "Can I play
with Gerard?"  I answered "If that was possible, it
would be nice".

The rest of my life can wait for later.  First some
reactions:

--

There was some discussion about a remark of 'Rasputin's
Dog' about a cousin of his wanting to put her almost
seven years old daughter on the pill.  I would like to
add in that one possible reason I can imagine, is that
the daughter has hit puberty very early and started
menstruating, but is doing so much too severely.  The
pill could then be used to regulate her 'female month',
so that at least her menstruation will be the normal
few days a month rather than irregularly, long and
dangerously strong.

--

'Redbeard' wrote (on Anne Frank's diary):

> The version originally published by Otto Frank after the war
> was somewhat sanitised by an anxious father.

As I understand, most of these 'sanitations' were
places where Frank cut out parts where Anne talked
about her mother in a negative way.

  [ I think there were also some lesbian passages and passages
    about sex games which were also censored. No doubt a
    search on the web for: 'Anne Frank father censored
    unexpurgated'  would bring up a fuller account. ]

> Beforehand, the lad was a tearaway, into drug pushing,
> with an alcoholic mother too tired and emotional to
> care.  The foster-mother made a haven for the lad, who
> started studying at school and playing with his little
> foster-brother, and was becoming, through love, a
> reformed character.  It was clear that the lad loved
> his new foster-mother, and all was fine until his
> natural mother made an accusation which had to be
> followed up, and a child protection team took the lad
> and the foster-mother's own son screaming into care,
> and locked the foster-mother up.  Who benefited from
> this action?  The lad?  The foster-mother?  Her young
> son?  Society?  Tell me anyone who was better off by
> the social workers doing what they did?

Well, that seems quite obvious to me.  The benefit here
was for the natural mother, who was not able to correct
her prior mistakes, but this way at least could
ascertain that no-one else could succeed where she
failed.  And maybe she hoped that one day she could get
back her son this way.

--

'chklvr' wrote:

> However, I find great fault with LGL's who refuse to
> acknowledge the fact that our desires are indeed
> primarily driven by urges based in physical desires...

Well, that would include me.  Certainly, there are
urges at work based in physical desires, but there are
many other ones as well.  None of them counts as the
'primary' drive for me.

> how else to explain why we are fascinated first and
> only on such a short window of opportunity in those we
> desire.

Well, children differ from adults in more than just
their physical attributes.  Their enthusiasm, their
need and wish for learning, for being taken care of.
Their beautiful, silly games.  There are so many more
reasons to have something for children in particular.

--

'Yuri' wrote:

> I don't doubt that young people can recognize when they
> are being exploited.  The problem is that young people
> can be put in a position where they have no way out of
> the exploitative situation, for example a teacher
> sleeping with a student and threatening failing the
> student if they try to get out of the situation.
>
> That's why I don't agree with an age of consent in
> general, but I do agree with an age below which someone
> in a position of trust or authority can not have a
> relationship with a younger person: there's just too
> much potential for abuse of power.

I disagree.  We should not be confusing the
_potentiality_ of abuse of power with its _actuality_.
It would be much better to ask the supposed victim
whether (s)he feels that (s)he had been forced, rather
than to convict people who have consensual
relationships with children just because they also had
the ability to do so non-consensual.

'Desire'
---------------------------------------------------------




'Ian' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------

Hello,

Season's Greetings!!

Thanks you so much for the list and everything else for
all these years :)  You have been doing a great thing
and I guess lay the groundwork from which people can go
from there and direct their life and proceed with
caution, knowledge of the situation, resources for
satisfaction and real world support.

People have to fight for what they believe in,
otherwise we are all doomed because people don't
change - the laws do.  And unless things change people
will get fu*ked up by living their lives out - a life
without satisfaction is not a life!

I know it seems different with the gays but who in the
fifties EVER would have thought there would be pride
parades, gay rights, and lo and behold even gay
MARRIAGE?!  NO ONE!  So it just goes to show that
things will change if people MAKE it Happen!

I'll be busy with other things for a while and won't
have time to read the list, so I'll unsubscribe.

Thanks again and Best Wishes man!  :)  Cheers, talk to
ya later.

Sincerely your bud,

'Ian'
-------------------------------------------------------------
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'Yuri' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

>'Sanctuary' wrote:
>'Yuri' wrote:
>>The problem is that young people can be put in a position
>>where they have no way out of the exploitative situation, for
>>example a teacher sleeping with a student and threatening
>>failing the student if they try to get out of the situation.
>
>What happens if the teacher and the student genuinely
>fall in love?  If actual exploitation is occurring then
>the student can always report the teacher and be moved
>to another class.  It can always be argued that any
>older person has some degree of control over the
>younger but that would apply to any inter-generational
>relationship.  In fact, adult relationships can be
>manipulative as well.  Does this mean that we should
>forbid all relationships?

I agree that adult relationships can be manipulative as
well, and while it could be argued, as you say, that
the older person has some degree of control over the
younger one in any inter-generational relationship, I
do not think we should forbid all relationships, or
even all inter- generational relationships.  There are
certain relationships which are unethical, and in some
cases should be illegal: boss-employee, a university
professor or teacher with a student in their class (as
opposed to another student in their school),
doctor-patient, etc.  For the professor-student at the
university level, if the student isn't in the class,
there really is no problem at all.

  [ But see:

    http://www.zmag.org/zmag/articles/Mar96Hooks.htm  ]

At the high-school or elementary school level, however,
because of the degree of supervision and control the
students are under throughout the school, it becomes a
bit more problematical.  That doesn't mean that we
should condemn all such relationships to the point of
criminally sanctioning them.  (And transferring to
another class or school isn't always an option,
especially in rural areas.)

Take for example the recent case of Jocelyn Jaster in
northern Alberta, Canada.  She was an elementary school
teacher at a small rural school in the spring of 1998,
when, at 25 and in the middle of a divorce, she started
a relationship with a 17-year-old high-school student
at the same school (which had grades 1 through 12).
They were reported to have had a passionate romance over
the summer, which began to crumble in September when she
told him she was pregnant with his baby.  The principal
found out and she went on an unpaid leave of absence and
never returned.  In November 1998, she had a miscarriage,
and her lover flew out to Vancouver to comfort her, but
within a month it was all over.  The result from the
disciplinary action was that she lost her teaching
certificate, and the Alberta Teachers' Association
condemned her actions as "despicable."  The rest is
predictable, the boy 'talked to a psychologist', after
which he says he feels he was 'victimized', and lawyers
launched a $150,000 lawsuit against Jaster, the principal,
and the school board.  Jaster was then charged with
sexual exploitation of a minor (the basic age of consent
in Canada is 14, but when the older person is in a
'position of trust or authority' it is 18).  At the
trial, the teenager, now 19, testified that he was 'in
shock' throughout the affair and constantly wanted to
end it.  Jaster's defense lawyer argued that the
teenager's lawsuit gave him a huge financial motive to
lie about what happened.  He also argued that as an
*elementary* school teacher she was not in a position of
authority over the teenager, who was in *high school*,
and didn't force him into an affair.  The entire trial
thus depended on how one defined 'a position of trust or
authority'.  The jury accepted the defense arguments and
acquitted Jaster.  She is now trying to get her life
back on track (she can't teach again), but she has been
lambasted in the media.

In this case, I don't think she should ever have been
charged, but it possibly was an ethical violation,
depending on the level of separation between the
elementary and secondary sides of the school (I don't
know the details).  Basically, I feel that if there
wasn't the possibility of the two coming into contact
professionally, then it was nobody's business but their
own.  If there was (for example if she was on
supervisory duty in the halls where high school
students would be), then that might have been an
ethical violation for which she should have been
disciplined, but certainly not a criminal act.  And
though I am phrasing this argument, and the previous
one in terms of IG relationships, as you correctly
pointed out, 'Sanctuary', it can be extended (and I
would extend it) to adult-adult, or even child-child,
relationships: where there is a professional
relationship of unequal positions that, IMHO, precludes
a personal romantic relationship.  I would also venture
the reverse argument: where there is a personal
romantic relationship between two people, that should
preclude a professional relationship (for example, a
student dating a professor should not take the
professor's class).

--

'Spike' wrote:
>Hello all,
>
>I've been very busy for the past couple of months - I
>want to keep everyone updated about what's going on my
>life.

Hi Spike!  Good to here from you again, we've missed
you.  I noticed that you didn't mention Kristi in your
post?  Please don't leave us hanging... Anyhow, it's
nice to see that things are going well in your life.
I hope things work out with Rachel.

--

'Easy Rider' wrote:

>'Yuri' wrote:
>>The problem is that young people can be put in a position
>>where they have no way out of the exploitative situation, for
>>example a teacher sleeping with a student and threatening
>>failing the student if they try to get out of the situation.
>
>When teachers get into a room with young girls,
>sexuality is not totally absent.  Why should it be?  It
>is as much a part of a person as intellect.  Sometimes,
>especially in high school situations, a relationship
>can develop that goes beyond the normal bounds.  This
>is hardly exploitation.  Although it is dangerous for
>everybody, I would imagine that that feelings between
>the parties could be as real as any feelings between
>males and females under any circumstances.
>
>Sure, I know the reason for the law, but it is pretty
>weak.  Real exploitation is when someone is truly under
>the thumb of a person in authority, as in a group home
>situation, or an incarceration situation, or even a
>parent-child situation.
>
>Teacher: "Kim, I love having sex with you.  I am
>addicted.  If you dare tell anyone, I will fail you."
>
>Kim: "Teach, you are one funny guy.  If you  fail me I
>will tell the cops we had sex and you will end up in
>jail where you will be provided, free of charge, with a
>new, larger asshole.  In addition, you will never teach
>again or get any job where a background check is
>necessary.  In short, your life as you know it, will be
>over.  In fact, I may just tell anyway, because I find
>you are old and boring and my mommy says old guys like
>you who like kids like me are perverts.  So fail me, I
>dare you."
>
>Now tell me: Who is _really_ in charge here?  The
>greater danger seems to be the possible exploitation of
>a teacher by a girl who doesn't like him.  Maybe the
>law-makers ought to be sitting down and crafting some
>protections for teachers instead.  Three or four times
>a year I hear on the news that some teacher resigned
>and is under investigation re. stuff like this.  You
>never hear anything about lying kids, whose lies have
>hurt someone and who get away scott-free because they
>"are just kids and don't know any better."  As much as
>a teacher might like lg's, he should keep his hands off
>them if for no other reason than his own protection.

I agree that in the situation between "Kim" and her
teacher, the balance of power is restored, but that
kind of points out the reason for the law, doesn't it?
If the law wasn't there, then Kim wouldn't have that
option.  I also agree that we need better protection
against false claims of abuse or sexual harassment in
school and in the workplace.  Apart from that, I refer
you to my reply to 'Sanctuary'.

--

'Desire' wrote:
>'Yuri' wrote:
>> I don't doubt that young people can recognize when they
>> are being exploited.  The problem is that young people
>> can be put in a position where they have no way out of
>> the exploitative situation, for example a teacher
>> sleeping with a student and threatening failing the
>> student if they try to get out of the situation.
>>
>> That's why I don't agree with an age of consent in
>> general, but I do agree with an age below which someone
>> in a position of trust or authority can not have a
>> relationship with a younger person: there's just too
>> much potential for abuse of power.
>
>I disagree.  We should not be confusing the
>_potentiality_ of abuse of power with its _actuality_.
>It would be much better to ask the supposed victim
>whether (s)he feels that (s)he had been forced, rather
>than to convict people who have consensual
>relationships with children just because they also had
>the ability to do so non-consensual.

I agree, and that is what I was trying to say, even if
I didn't say it very well.  It is actual abuse of power
which should be punished criminally.  However, from an
ethical standpoint, a teacher should not be in a
relationship with one of their students (and that goes
at any level, including university).  Another student
in the school is another matter.  IMHO, there's
behaviour which should be criminal (actual abuse of
power), and then there is behaviour which isn't
criminal, but unethical, and we need to differentiate
between the two.

--

On other matters, someone on the list a few months ago
commented on the rarity of "Show Me".  A large reputable
'brand name' on-line bookstore lists seven copies in
their out-of-print book section.

--

The recent Canadian Supreme Court ruling in the Little
Sisters bookstore case has made it clear: customs cannot
declare an item obscene for importation if it would not be
considered obscene if produced in Canada: the standard for
obscenity must be the same, and the onus to prove that
something is obscene is on the Crown, not the importer.
It remains to be seen how well Canadian Customs will obey
the ruling, but if they don't they'll only wind up in
court again.

'Yuri'
---------------------------------------------------------






'Girl_luvr' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------

Merry Christmas and a Happy New Yea to you and yours.

There have been comments about 'too many readers and not
enough contributors'.

About a year ago something promoted some memories of my
early life more than 40 years ago, and as a result over
a period of months I wrote down what events I was able
to remember.  You may perhaps like to include this part
sometime.

Regards, and keep up the good work.

'Girl_luvr'

--

Chapter 3.   MID CHILDHOOD

Over the fourteen-year time period that I talk about
here, there have been many dozens of occasions where I
had relations with young girls.

Most were a single brief encounter, but each of these
described here had something unusual about them that
made them stay in my memory while the rest are just
vague shadows.  However, all followed a similar
pattern.  I would meet a girl somewhere and something
about her would make me think she may be amenable.  I
would very carefully make suggestions and, if agreeable
find a secluded location (often, public toilets or
within dense clumps of bushes) and we would pull down
her panties.  I would then fondle her genitals and she
may (or may not) do the same to me, although I don't
ever remember masturbating in front of a girl until I
was much older.  We would part and more often than not,
I would never see her again.

I find it interesting to recall how easy some girls
were to persuade to participate into "games" and how
difficult (or impossible) others were.  Thinking back,
it seems that I must have been the local neighborhood
"sex fiend".  My two brothers never showed any such
tendency that I was aware of, and I frequently wonder
what made me the way I am.  At one time or another I
must have tried to have my "way" with every girl nearby
and while some were successful, most were not.  In fact
I seemed to have more success with total strangers.

About a year afterwards, our family I went on a
cross-country trip to visit one of my mother's old
school friends in another city.  This family had two
daughters that had moved together in one bedroom while
my brothers and I share one across the hall.  On the
second day as my brothers were playing outside and our
parents were busy in another part of the house.  It was
not long before I was in the girl's bedroom and
tentatively making suggestions.  The older one was not
at all interested, but the younger girl certainly was.
I can remember sitting on her bed, and pulling the
crotch of her panties to one side while I gently rubbed
her "slit".  While the older sister apparently
disapproved, she still sat on her bed and watched what
I did with a great deal of interest.  She never "told
on us" which was rather puzzling when I think about it
now.

As the following day was very sunny, the two families
went to the nearby beach.  The older sister had a
friend with her and as my brother's were young, they
had to stay near the adults and play in the sand.  This
meant that the younger girl and I were free to explore.
The beach was a very safe one and as the tide was a
long way out, we walked miles out on the tidal flats to
investigate rock pools and stranded fish.  I suddenly
realized that we were well out of sight of the shore
and there was nobody nearby.  We stopped to investigate
a large rock pool and I asked if she would like to play
"doctors" again.  She happily lay on the sand and
spread her legs wide apart.  I was able to pull the
crutch of her swimsuit to one side and had a delightful
time playing with her genitals, which she again seemed
to enjoy.

I suddenly remembered my puzzlement about how girls
were able to pee without a cock so I asked if she could
show me.  After all, we were already wet and there was
only sand under us.  She said, "You do it first then I
will".  I was able to pee to show her how boys "did
it", while she sat in the sand and watched me.  When it
was her turn, she squatted while I held the material of
her swimsuit to one side and within a few minutes, was
able to oblige.  Regrettably because she squatting and
the swimsuit was partially in the way, I was still not
able to fully see where the stream of urine came from.
It seemed to be from this mysterious, unexplained hole.
I now knew all girls had this hole and I can remember
wondering why it had to be so big just to pee out of,
when the end of my "cock" only had a tiny one.

Much to my disappointment we were unable to be alone
for the rest of our visit, so no further opportunities
presented themselves.  I can still remember how
frustrated I was, having to return home and leave my
fun playmate behind.

'Girl_Luvr'
----------------------------------------------------------





'Gentle Ben'
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Just to add my 2 cents worth to Easy Rider's last post.

My ambivalence is caused by an eleven year old little
lady, who has spurted to a towering 5 foot 2 inches -
bursting out of what, last year, was a training bra.

The proliferation of the Spam/Smut peddlers who permeate
what few newsgroups we have - "Barely Legal, Youngest
Lolita's, and Forbidden Taboos" etc - has all but
destroyed my secret garden of blossoms. At this rate
I am going to have to assume the stance of a Hedonist
instead of GL!

Having run out of fantasy, I agree with you painfully,
Easy Rider, that the World is not what it was, and our
life style has been trampled by a Society that lusts
after, but does not understand truly, Girl Love.

The Children of our Age [Blake] will surely be eaten
alive before this Era of Man passes, and the true
love, patience, and emotional understanding of youthful
curiosity will have to drop to a chronological age
unbecoming to even an ardent GL.

--

Just last month a family member confided in me that an
eleven year old entrusted to her care was caught
'kissing the bottom' of her six year old sibling, and
had to be removed from the home to another relative as
"The Court decreed that the child could no longer be
trusted to spend her nights in the home with the
younger girl".

Yes of course, there is the disappointment of not
having been available to allow the LL the opportunity
to 'experiment' with a loving adult who could have
answered her questions, and participated in the
experience of oral sex, and, maintained her confidence,
yet providing an outlet for her overt sexual overtures.

I subsequently met the littlest angel at a family
outing, and in the swimming pool realized that this
six-year-old was trying to get me into a corner.  But
then, how many times have you been 'molested' by a
precocious 6-8 year old - whom you knew full well had
contact on her mind - but your senses told you to keep
her at bay, to save your soul and freedom?

--

We used to be a 'misunderstood minority', now we are just
the scapegoat for a decadent culture in which hundreds
of thousands of parents are attending support groups,
undergoing probation for incest, forming social cliques
thinly disguised as Group Therapy.

Yes, Easy Rider, I agree completely when you say:

>I feel like society has Beaten me.  I make no efforts in
>regard to lg's.

Yet - there are still those LL's that let us know with a
flashing smile, a knowing glance, an overt gesture
that.  "I want to participate, and you have the aura of
a DOM - what do you want to do about it"?

And I keep it to myself, hope for a fantasy from somewhere,
and damn well will share by frustrations, occasionally, in
this forum, without which I should go mad.

May an understanding God bless each and every one of
you here. I didn't plan to be an outcast, I just prefer
love without the harshness of reality and "cat's cradle's"
[ie: a complex web of knots]

Thanks for listening.

'Gentle Ben'
-------------------------------------------------------------------






'Daveboy' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Tsaravitch' wrote

> *!P!*!L!*!E!*!A!*!S!*!E!*
> We got to start writing more guys and gals!
> Like an addict, I have been getting the shakes!
> Waiting now every two weeks (or more?)  per ASGL-L
> edition!  I need my virtual ASGL-L fix!  I humbly
> apologize if the lateness of the weekly delivery is not
> caused by a drought of postings but something else...

'Easy Rider' also added to this thread...

> I mean there are what, 600 people on this mailing list?
> How many contribute?  25?
> That means 14 out of 15 are sitting back and being
> entertained.  Maybe they have no real-life stories and
> no opinions.  I don't know, but I am starting to think
> it's time to quit the scene and go into a lurking mode
> myself.

Well, I have drafted about 4 posts over the last few
months but have decided at the last moment NOT to post
em... WHY???... I guess I'm getting frustrated with
things these days.  I read what I've written and then
think: 'What's the point, I'm just saying things you've
all heard before... saying how much I agree with
someone's post... etc'  or revealing something that
I've been up to', and I guess, if I really THINK about
it, the fewer people who know... the better!!!

I could actually TALK to another 'like minded' soul for
hours if 'face to face' - but when I read what I've
written I ask myself 'Will the reader misinterpret
what I'm trying to say ?'.

So, I leave it with the idea that I'll send it when I
have something to say, then, I write some more.... read
it all through, then just do.... NOTHING.

What's the matter with me?... do others get like this?

--

Can I just say Welcome to 'Loner', and sorry to hear
your news.  But, like London buses, I'm sure "there'll
be another one along in a bit"!

--

To 'Ian'.  Keep preaching buddy... I'm with you ALL the
way, God willing, we'll get there in the end!

BTW... Am I right in thinking there WAS only around 300
on this list not long back?, if so, that means we have
increased by a large proportion, of course, these COULD
all be lurking LEA officers ;-)

I've never seen ASGL-L 'advertised' on any usenet newsgroup
- so, bearing in mind that (as far as I understand) the
only way one gets to hear of this group is from people
who already subscribe, that jump looks pretty impressive.

'Daveboy' (40s) (WOW!!... I've ACTUALLY managed to post this!)
------------------------------------------------------------
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     [ News Review of The Year, 2000:

       or, "Reasons to be cheerful, part 64" ;-) ]





January:
----------------------------------------------------------

New Zealand:  Artist Gerald Moonen wins a Court of
Appeal ruling that the Bill of Rights has to be given
full weight in censorship cases.  The case concerns the
importation of a boy-love book of stories, the _Acolyte
Reader_.

--

USA:  Around a quarter of teen girls have sex before
age 16, finds a poll by YM magazine.

--

USA: _Cardiofitness_ a novel by Alessandra Montrucchio
is published in the USA.  A witty, tender love story
about a 26-year-old woman and a 15-year-old boy.  Won
Italy's prestigious Calvino Prize.

--

USA: Contra Costa County Superior Court judge declares
unconstitutional a Penal Code section that makes it
illegal to transmit sexual material over the Internet
if the person sending the information knows the
recipient is a minor.

--

Spain:  Belated news arrives from Spain, telling us
that the age of consent there is still at 12:  "The
[proposed] law raising it to 13 years old didn't pass
the parliament approbation - so the age [of consent in
Spain] is still 12 years old for all kinds of sex."

--

USA:  The USA's leading anti-censorship journal, _The
Gauntlet_
[ http://www.gauntletpress.com/magazine/Default.htm ]
publishes a special issue, #16, : _Bad Boys (and Girl)
of Erotic Photography / The Furor Over Nude Youth in
Art._

--

USA:  Pennsylvania Supreme Court refuses to revive a
Pennsylvania law requiring that sex offenders be
designated "sexually violent predators" subject to
lifetime registration and public notice of their
address.  The Court calls the assumptions underlying
the law "constitutionally repugnant."

--

USA:  Mary Kay Letourneau has a sympathetic TV
movie of her story, _All-American Girl_, broadcast on
the USA Network, starring Penelope Ann Miller.  The
schoolteacher has been in solitary in a Seattle prison
since being convicted in 1996 of having consenting sex
with a former student, Vili Fualaau, when he was 13 and
she was 35.

--

USA:  The Utah Supreme Court Advisory Committee on the
Rules of Evidence decide that allowing evidence of past
behavior into child sex abuse allegation cases would
create more injustice than justice.

--

USA: The journal Pediatrics publishes a new set of
criteria for what constitutes normal development in
puberty.  Six- and 7-year-old girls who develop breasts
and pubic hair are now to be considered within the
spectrum of "normal development."

--

USA: Feature article, in _Salon_, by James Kincaid:
[ http://www.salon.com/mwt/feature/2000/01/31/kincaid/index.html ]

_'Is this child pornography?'_

"Several speakers at an L.A. police seminar I attended
a few years back laughingly admitted that the largest
collection of child porn in the country is in the hands
of cops, who edit and publish it in sting operations."

---------------------------------------------------------




February:
---------------------------------------------------------

USA:  Seventeen Online [http://www.seventeen.com/]
survey of children's and teenagers' online behavior
shows that many young girls claim they turn to the
Internet as a sexual outlet: 60 percent of the girls
surveyed reported having engaged in some kind of sexual
activity while online.  The study surveyed 10,800 girls
between the ages of 12 and 18.

--

UK: House of Lords ruling says that, for a conviction
under section 1(1) of the Indecency with Children Act
1960, it was necessary for the prosecution to prove the
absence of a genuine belief on the part of the accused,
which did not have to be on reasonable grounds, that
the partner was 14 or over.

--

USA: _The Nation_ magazine starts a campaign for the
release of Bernard Baran - he was the first person
convicted in the wave of satanic-ritual-abuse trials
that swept the USA and the UK in the mid-eighties.

--

UK: Valerie Sinason, a Harley Street psychotherapist,
is reported to have made claims in the British
media that children are being bred for sacrifice and
sexual abuse, kept in cages, forced to eat human flesh
and excrement, and made to watch abortions and murders.
Her claims are later debunked in the British press.

--

UK: BBC TV documentary, _J M Barrie: The Boy Who Couldn't
Grow Up_, shown Scotland.  About J.M, Barrie (author of
_Peter Pan_), to coincide with the 100th anniversary of
Barrie's meeting with the five boys to whom Peter Pan
is dedicated.  Explores Barrie's "complex and dark"
relations with George, Michael, Peter, Jack and Nico,
and "revisits a debate about how events in Barrie's
private life informed the dark underbelly of Peter
Pan."

Ken Russell reported to be working on a movie of
Barrie's life.

--

Biography: _John Ruskin - The Later Years_ (Yale
University Press).

Details Ruskin's girl-loving paedophilia.  From a
review: Ruskin "was obsessed with little girls, and
his romps with nymphets in his Lake District home
led to scandal and disgrace".  [...] "Ruskin was first
attracted to Rose, an Irish girl of wealthy family,
when she was 11 and he was 40.  She was a puzzling
child, precocious, pious, flirtatious.  Her letters
addressed him as "Dearest St Crumpet", and he kept his
favourite ones folded between two plates of pure gold
in his breast pocket.  Their relationship was stormy,
rocked by parental outrage, and by dark accusations
that the destruction of their correspondence by
Ruskin's shocked executors have rendered
incomprehensible."

--

Europe:  The authoritative _Central Europe Review_
debunks the "Latvian paedophilia" panic:

Extract: "Most political analysts agree that the scandal
is 100 per cent political.  Intrigues among several
political parties, as well as other "interested" parties,
have been fuelling this controversy.  The scandal is
indirectly but clearly tied to key political disputes
concerning such issues as privatisation, shifting
alliances on the national and local political scene,
homosexuality and even the debate over the opening of
KGB files.  Different groups have used the scandal and
the threat of "naming names" as political manoeuvres".

------------------------------------------------------------




March:
------------------------------------------------------------

Poland: President Aleksander Kwasniewski refuses to
sign a draconian anti-pornography bill into law because
of fears that it would be unenforceable and damaging to
Poland's credibility.  The law was inspired and guided
by the Catholic Church.

--

UK: A university lecturer, sacked after being found
guilty over indecent images of children, is cleared on
appeal by the Court of Appeals.

Laying down guidelines for future cases, Lord Justice
Brown said: "The central question where the defence is
legitimate research will be whether the defendant is
essentially a person of unhealthy interest in
possession of indecent photographs in the pretence of
undertaking research, or by contrast a genuine
researcher who has no alternative but to have this sort
of unpleasant material in his possession."

The court also ruled that:

 the offence of possessing an indecent photograph was
not committed unless the defendant knew that he had
photographs in his possession.

 an image which obviously consisted of parts of two
different photographs taped together was not a
pseudo-photograph, but its photocopy might be.

--

UK:

_Can Whistle Blowers Be Wrong?_
R. Webster.
New Statesman, 13th March 2000, p.25-28.

Summary: 'Almost nobody has questioned the broad
conclusions of the enquiry into North Wales children's
homes.  But from the first day of its enquiries, the
tribunal caused deep disquiet among lawyers.  There
must be reasonable doubt not only about the guilt of
many of those accused, but also about whether many of
the alleged crimes took place at all.'

--

USA:  Backlash builds against invented abuse claims,
after the acquittal of Ronald Heller, 54, who nearly
lost his job and his reputation when six children aged
11 and 12 falsely accused him of touching them.

--

USA: Public sympathy builds for artist Cynthia Stewart,
charged with taking nude photographs of her 8-year-old
daughter.

--

USA: The US Supreme Court sharply curtails police power
to rely on anonymous tips to stop and search people.
The unanimous ruling Tuesday was a victory for civil
rights organizations.

-----------------------------------------------------------






April:
-----------------------------------------------------------

UK: The collected letters of Kingsley Amis are
published, reveal more of major poet Philip Larkin's
elaborate lust for schoolgirls.

--

UK: Conferences of several UK teacher's unions during the
Spring see podium speeches decrying false allegations
by children. These are echoed by comments from the heads
of the unions.  Education minister Blunkett said he was
"prepared to consider enforcing the anonymity of
accused teachers".  Later in the year, in July, the
Court of Appeal makes a ruling that 'suspension is not
always apt in child abuse inquiries'.

--

Europe: The book _BALTHUS: Catalogue Raisonne of the
Complete Works._ is published.

--

UK: The first wide-ranging UK investigation into claims
of sexual behaviour by young people in their early
teens found that nearly half of them said were pleased
that they had lost their virginity.  The study,
published in the British Medical Journal, also found
that nearly all said they had done so willingly and had
not felt under any pressure.

-----------------------------------------------------------





May:
-----------------------------------------------------------

USA: San Diego library officials decided to retain in
the city's main library two books containing pictures
of nude children.  The books are _States of Grace_ by
Graham Ovenden and _Twenty-Five Years as an Artist_ by
David Hamilton.

--

Canada: Anti-paedophile campaigner Laura Schlessinger's
radio show abusively discriminated against sexual
minorities and violated Canadian broadcast standards,
the Canadian Broadcast Standards Council ruled.  The
Council noted that "Dr." Schlessinger lacked a medical
degree to practice psychiatry or psychology.

--

USA: A law that prohibits adults from furnishing minors
with sexually explicit materials in unconstitutional
and violates the Oregon Constitution's free speech
protections because it could apply to legitimate
activities, the state Court of Appeals ruled.

--

UK: A man jailed in 1948 for sexually molesting his
niece won a 52-year battle to clear his name when three
Appeal Court judges quashed his conviction.

At least three other acquittals in high profile UK
abuse cases happen around this time.

--

Book: _Teaching Sex - The Shaping of Adolescence
in the 20th Century_

From a review: "Moran goes farther, challenging the
very idea that underage sexuality should be viewed as a
hazard at all, let alone that it needs to be regulated.
As he sees it, the maturity of today's young people
should lead us to question "whether 'adolescence' is
still a useful category."  What is needed, he suggests,
is a new form of sex education, one that will jettison
the faux-scientific and regulatory approach issue that
pervasive moralize and regulate youthful sexuality, and
instead frankly recognize "the diversity of desire in
different ages and different places."

-----------------------------------------------------------




June:
-----------------------------------------------------------

USA: A backlash begins in the USA against "zero-tolerance"
policies in US schools, and against child curfews.

--

USA: A person who sends pornography to a child over the
Internet cannot be charged under a state law with
exposing a minor to harmful materials, the Wisconsin
Supreme Court rules.

--

Spain: [BoyChat wrote:] "I have seen the previews for a
film from Spain, _Butterfly_ about the relationship
between an older man, and an 8 year old boy, from
Spain, in the time period of 1936, and it looks SUPERB!
A bl friend of mine has already seen it at the recent
Seattle Film Festival, and gave it a rave review."

--

UK: Channel 4's Generation Sex documentary TV series
brings to the masses the new research on puberty, and
shows how one in six girls in Britain is reaching
puberty by the age of eight.

--

USA: A three-judge panel of the 3rd U.S. Circuit Court
of Appeals federal appeals court ruled the U.S.
government's latest bid to restrict Internet
pornography unconstitutional, dealing a fresh blow to
congressional efforts to protect minors from online
smut.  In an unanimous decision the court upheld an
earlier ruling by a lower court judge who found that
the Child Online Privacy Protection Act violated the
First Amendment right to free speech.

--

USA: A man convicted of 'conspiracy to have sex with
children' was ordered released from prison by the Ninth
US Circuit Court of Appeals, which ruled that police
had entrapped him in a 'sting' operation.

--

UK: Paedophiles will be allowed into congregations and
worshippers will not necessarily be told that they are
there, the Methodist conference decided yesterday.  The
move is intended to create a "community of love,
forgiveness and reconciliation" for offenders. However,
the Church is to monitor integration into congregations,
and contacts with children.

--

France: Civil liberty experts and Internet pressure
groups in France scupper a law that would have
abolished online anonymity for French citizens.  The
"Liberty of Communications" Act was amended to remove
aspects that would have abolished anonymity for anyone
publishing content to the Web.

--

UK: As the summer holidays approach, a spate of UK
press articles bemoans the paranoia which now restricts
children's outdoors activities.

--

Article by Vern Bullough published in June 2000's _The
Position_ magazine.  Details how self-appointed moral
guardians are targeting academic sex researchers.

_The Pedophilia Smear_

[ http://theposition.com/takingpositions/provocateur/00/06/05/
pedophilia/default.htm ]

--------------------------------------------------------------





August:
--------------------------------------------------------------

UK: The Sunday Telegraph reports that ministers are
being forced to remove thousands of names from the sex
offenders' register because of the new Human Rights
Act.  The move follows warnings that the register will
be declared unlawful under new European "right to privacy"
laws unless it is urgently amended.

--

USA: A Virginia judge blocks enforcement of a federal
law which places restrictive Internet laws on
sex-related content, saying that it breaks the US'
First Amendment.

--

New biography of writer Marcel Proust reminds us of
the famous author's predilection for underage girls...

From a review:  Proust's exquisite narrator, who dips his
madeleine [biscuit] in a cup of tea and has lovely
involuntary memories, has always been a favourite with
English readers.  For some reason, his foibles are
forgotten. He grabs strange women in the street, fondles
shop assistants and tempts them into brothels, and has
sex with 14 young girls "in a single season" while nursing
his delicate constitution.  "Beauty seemed to give
consent," he explains.  All Proust fans know the scene
in which he longs for his mother's goodnight kiss.  But
how many remember the scene in which the Head of the
Paris Surete [police] warns him to stop paying little girls
to sit on his lap?  Compared to this paedophile Casanova,
the lover of Nabokov's _Lolita_ is a model citizen.  In
the last volume, the ageing narrator decides to write
the novel we have just been reading.  He also arranges
to borrow his former girlfriend's young daughter for
some "amorous dalliance".  The circle is complete.  The
past will be regained by a work of art, while the
author "makes up for lost time" in other ways.

--

UK: Continuing efforts in the high courts by various
unconvicted / acquitted teachers and youth workers, to
have their files cleared of the unfounded or malicious
allegations against them.

Around the world, legal efforts get underway to ensure
that those placed on official or clandestine "suspected
paedophile" list are informed of this fact, and can
at least appeal against their listing.

--

USA: The American Civil Liberties Union steps in to
defend a $200 million federal civil rights lawsuit
against NAMBLA.

--

USA: Book published: _Childhood Sexuality - Normal
Sexual Behavior and Development_.  Editors: Theo G.M.
Sandfort, PhD and Jany Rademakers, PhD.

--------------------------------------------------------




September:
--------------------------------------------------------

World: Continuing trend in the fine arts for "erotic/nude
little girls" to be the central focus of the work of a
growing band of acclaimed artists.

--

USA: In August, Christian anti-abortion group LIFE made a
similar complaint against a sex education booklet for
children published by Brook, a sexual health charity.
In September Scotland Yard said that, after an
investigation, they had found no reason to prosecute
Brook.

--------------------------------------------------------





October
--------------------------------------------------------

A broadly positive TV documentary on the late Dr
Brongersma - a long-time pro-paedophilia campaigner
and politician - is screened in the Netherlands.

--

_Sexual Privacy for Paedophiles and Children_

Tom O'Carroll invited to deliver a paper to the
Symposium on Sexual Privacy at the annual meeting of
the International Academy of Sex Research, Paris, June
2000.

http://www.humanbeing.demon.nl/ipceweb/Library/sexual_privacy.htm
http://www.humanbeing.demon.nl/ipceweb/Library/background_paper.htm

--

On the tenth anniversary of the creation of the
internet, the British scientist who invented the world
wide web has called for the abolition of censorship
online.  As Christian groups and politicians press for
new ways to police websites, Tim Berners-Lee rejects
censorship as 'horrific'.  In an interview with _The
Observer_ newspaper, Berners-Lee dismisses the recent
panic over paedophiles targeting youngsters in web
chatrooms, child pornography and fraud, and rejects
calls for a 'net regulator'.

--

USA: The Appeals Court invalidates a government seizure
of 264 photo magazines documenting the nudism lifestyle
in France and Germany.  The three-judge panel of the
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit ordered the
magazines returned to New York City importer
Alessandra's Smile.

--

Australia: The Federal Government disbands 'Operation
Morocco', Australia's only police squad investigating
alleged 'sex tourism'.

--

Movie released: _Eban and Charley_

http://www.seattlequeerfilm.com/00/schedule.htm

"The setting is familiar -- a small, gloomy coastal
town.  Eban, a socially awkward ex-soccer coach,
returns home for reasons undisclosed.  During a day of
slacking, he encounters Charley, a friendly and
personable student.  They share common interests:
strumming guitar licks, riding bikes, and scribbling
poetry.  Their friendship leads to an intimacy that
turns their differences into a crisis: Eban is 29 and
Charley is 15.  As both families learn of the taboo
romance, Eban must face never seeing Charley again or
being labeled a pedophile by his family, his community,
and the law.  Director James Bolton allows the audience
to process the film's complex and unsettling issues as
the tension builds to an uncertain conclusion."

-----------------------------------------------------





November:
-----------------------------------------------------

UK: Efforts by Tory peer Baroness Blatch to update the
Indecency with Children Act 1960 so British police 'can
use entrapment to catch Internet paedophiles' was voted
down [ie: stopped] by the House of Lords.

--

USA: The 3rd U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals rules that
the law clearly protects a person's sexual orientation
from forced disclosure.

--

UK: The Appeals court rules that cases involving the
possession of indecent images of children should each
be judged on their individual merits.  Lord Justice
Kennedy cut on appeal the sentences of two men to 18
months.  A third man, previously imprisoned for three
months, was given a conditional discharge and released
from prison.

--

UK: Major press article in _The Observer_ is followed
by broadcast of major BBC Panorama's investigation _In
the Name of the Children_.  Both highlight the wave of
wrongful convictions caused by child-abuse witch-hunts.
A few weeks later, former care worker David Jones (well
known in soccer circles) was cleared of child sex
charges, prompting another round of press alarm about
wrongful convictions.

--

UK: A wickedcolors.com poll of 42,000 girls aged 12 to
16 found that nine out of 10 respondents did not
believe in waiting until marriage to have sex, while 87
per cent said the age of consent should be lowered from
16.

--

UK: Peter Tatchell, of the pressure group OutRage,
calls for the age of consent to be lowered to 14.

--

Book: Photographer Jock Sturges publishes new book
called _New Work, 1997-2000._

--------------------------------------------------------





December:
--------------------------------------------------------

Canada: The Little Sister's gay and lesbian bookstore
wins its case in the Supreme Court of Canada.  The
ruling means Canada Customs agents will continue to be
able to seize books and other materials they deem
obscene at the border, but the onus will be on the
agency -- not the importer -- to prove the material
shouldn't be allowed into Canada.

--

_Salon_ magazine publishes a "Kids and Sex" special,
in which the lead story
[ http://www.salon.com/sex/turn_on/2000/12/15/proposal/index.html ]
'An Immodest Proposal' offers a radical proposal on
preteen and teen sex education, which would be aided
by erotic movies and special 'teaching' brothels.

--

UK: A rent boy who consented to sex acts for money with
a paedophile as a child looses a landmark legal battle
for compensation at the Court of Appeal.  The case is
said to have "wide-ranging consequences", as a win could
have led to a flood of similar claims from people
alleging they were former rent boys or under-age
prostitutes.

--

Netherlands: It is reported that the national newspaper
_Trouw_ (Christian in tradition, rather moderate now)
featured two non-condemnatory articles (the first on
the front page; the second inside and rather sizable)
on International Boy Love Day, a positive event organised
by boy-lovers.

--------------------------------------------------------------
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